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THE BETRAYAL OF SLOVAKIA 
EDWARD L. DELANEY 


(Internationally known novelist, speaker, publicist, foreign cor- 
respondent, news commentator and world traveler, Edward Delaney is 
now disclosing for audiences throughout the country his on the spot 
observations and personal experiences during the war and the sub- 
sequent period of “peace.” Many of the vital topics of our times are 
dealt with — plainly and forcefully. Although born in America, he has 
resided abroad for almost two decades; four years in Asia, Australia, 
British India, Dutch East Indies and two years in Africa, followed by 
extensive stays in Central America and several years in Europe. Dur- 
ing the war his fact-finding travels were from the Baltic Sea to the 
Balkans, from Paris to Poland, in Germany, Italy, Rumania, Bulgaria, 
Yugoslavia, Hungary and Czechoslovakia when the “Iron Curtain” 
fell. His book “Europe in War Daze” was published in 1948.) 


The presidential death rate in Czechoslovakia has been pheno- 
mena!. Eduard Benes was the last of three presidents to die there in 
slightly more than three years. Singularly enough there is a surpris- 
ing analogy between certain of his acts and those of Dr, Emil Hacha 
and Dr. Jozef Tiso, the two who preceded him into eternity. 

Another singularity is that Czechoslovakia had its inception in 
this country and it was due to decisions made here that it came to an 
ignominious ending thirty years later. 

On May 30, 1918, at what was afterwards known as the Pittsburgh 
Convention, Czechoslovakia was born, The consensus of opinion 
among the founding fathers was that by some feat of legerdemain 
the age-old differences between Czechs, Slovaks, Hungarians and Ger- 
mans, who comprised the population, were now dissolved. The agri- 
cultural area of Slovakia was fused with the industrial regions of Bo- 
hemia and Moravia and God would bless the bonds. 

But soon the signers of that agreement found they had put too 
much faith in God and not enough checks on the nationalist aims of 
their co-partners. Prague which had long been the Czech capital be: 
gan to assert authority over the whole state. The autonomy that had 
been guaranteed the Slovaks never materialized. 

With the death of Thomas Masaryk, the country’s first president, 
Eduard Benes inherited his office. The government under his leader- 
ship sought to relegate the Slovaks to what might be regarded as a 
pastoral community. Industry, the business of government and all the 
petty officials were to a large extent Czech. The Czech language 
would supplant that of the Slovak minority even in districts where 
there were few Czechs. The matter of “autonomy” could be shelved 
for an indefinite period. 

As was to be expected there was opposition from the Slovaks 
over the flagrant abandonment of the pledges made at the Pittsburgh 
Convention. One flimsy excuse offered by Prague for ignoring that 
agreement was that it had been signed on a legal holiday in America 
and was therefore not binding. 

Andrej Hlinka, a parish priest in Ruzomberok, a town of some few 
thousand population in western Slovakia, was one of those idealists 
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who believed that the precepts of the Sermon on the Mount could be 
applied to a nation’s problems. His supporters gained numerical 
strength, formed the Hlinka Party and allied themselves closely with 
the next largest political group which, oddly enough, was headed by 
a prominent Protestant clergyman. They did not seek to impose their 
will on the Czechs but regarded it as their patriotic duty to fight 
for Slovak interests, As one observes throughout Europe there is 
usually a fine blending of pariotism and nationalism. 


There were arrests and prison sentences for those who were too 
critical of the suzerainty exercised by the Prague government. Hlinka, 
Dr. Jozef Tiso, his deputy, Professor Bela Tuka, later Slovak premier, 
and others landed in jails for various periods, charged with sub- 
versive activities. 

Had the Prague politicians been more astute, they would have 
bridged the gap between Slovak aspirations and Czech impositions. 
By not doing so, they paved the way for Hitler to split the country 
in two. The revolt of the Slovaks and the overthrowing of Prague's 
authority on March 14, 1939, was ostensibly an internal affair. It is 
significant, however, that within twenty-four hours after asserting 
their independence they received recognition and guarantee of pro- 
tection by Germany from “any foreign power,” Hitler’s forces marched 
into Prague. The sovereignty of Czechoslovakia ceased to exist. bo- 
hemia and Moravia became the “Protectorate” of Germany. Slovakia 
was regarded as self-determining and independent. 

Eduard Benes had resigned as president of Czechoslovakia on 
October 5, 1938. November thirtieth, following, Dr. Emil Hacha was 
elected president of the Republic with the felicitations of Benes who 
departed for England and later came to America. Dr, Hacha had ac- 
cepted a thankless post. It was utterly hopeless for him to oppose any 
demands of Germany since France and England had reneged on their 
pledges of military alliance. 

Early in March, 1939, Hitler's scheme for splitting Czechoslova- 
kia in two had been decided upon. Dr, Hacha was summoned to Berlin 
and told to sign on the dotted line. Hacha did not go to Berlin of his 
own volition and make compromising terms with the Nazi dictator. 
He was given no alternative. He submitted. 

When he returned to Prague he was but a figurehead for the 
Czechs. Some called him a collaborator. To associates he declared that 
“co-operation under coercion is not collaboration.” He remained as 
chief Czech executive after the German occupation, against which 
he was powerless. Governor General Frank, sent there by Hitler, was 
supreme. It was generally regarded that Dr. Hacha occupied the posi- 
tion of puppet for the Nazi regime. 


The Czechs liked to believe that Hacha exercised some influence 
in their behalf. Perhaps he did, for the fact remains that until the end 
of the war living conditions in the “Protectorate” were better than in 
any part of Germany or Austria. For that reason many Germans con- 
trived to go there and live. When the Red Army arrived in Prague 
in May, 1945, Hacha was imprisoned. He was to have been put through 
a form of trial but he died before being brought into court, thus 
cheating the Red gallows. 


For six years, from March 14, 1939 to April 5, 1945, there were two 


SLOVAKIA 3 


presidents in the country that had been and was again to be — in 
name at least — Czechoslovakia. 

Andrej Hlinka died in the autumn of 1938. His successor, Mon- 
signor Jozef Tiso, deputy head of the Hlinka Party, was also sum- 
moned to Berlin that eventful week of March 1939. Agreements were 
entered into at Berlin for the recognition of Slovakia as a self-de- 
termining republic. Frontiers were established, Tiso was to be the 
provisional president with Bratislava as the capital. The Slovaks felt 
they had everything to gain by setting up their own state rather than 
to remain part of Czechoslovakia which Hitler was about to occupy. 
‘The phrase “self-determination for small nations” suddenly became 
a reality to them, 

Although the United States did not officially recognize the new- 
born Republic of Slovakia, it did receive recognition from many coun- 
tries, no less than seventeen of them opening consulates and legations 
in Bratislava. People throughout Europe who were faced with realities 
also recognized the fact that the state existed. 

Viewed dispassionately and without the bias that must impair 
a just perspective of the Slovak picture, there was given the country 
at that time a new outlook which was something more than a mirage. 
Contrary to expectations, Germany did not exercise control over the 
press, the radio, their currency or customs. Certain of their national 
assets such as coal, timber, beet growing, gold and silver mining and 
the production of steel and cellulose were brought to higher levels. 

Almost over night they began playing at the game of capitalism, 
nationalism, industrial expansion, education and the extremely intricate 
business of government. After a trial and error period some sound 
progress was recorded. The country is actually a melange of the me- 
diaeval and modern. Trackless trollies of recent vintage and motor 
cars of intrinsic worth shared the streets of Bratislava with lumbering 
mule carts. Ladies in expensive furs rubbed shoulders with peasant 
women in home made sheep skin coats and cow hide boots. 

Because of their favorable trade balance with other European 
countries the people of Slovakia did not want for necessities. On the 
contrary, all during the war. they had many luxuries that were un- 
dreamed of by the people of Germany and, of course, many of the 
oceupied areas. Coming from Austria or Germany into Slovakia was 
stepping into a veritable paradise of food, drink, clothing and other 
commodities that had long since vanished from the Reich. Knowing 
these things the people of Slovakia could not be blamed for declaring 
that the course adopted by their political leaders had been the best 
for them. They never had it so good before — or since. 

The state had been in existence for nearly four years berore I 
had an opportunity to visit President Tiso in the sumptuous old Hun- 
garian palace that had been converted into his official residence. 
He was then in his mid-fifties. His black hair had but a few threads of 
grey and his dark blue eyes radiated energy and keen interest in 
whatever he was doing at the moment 

After some general conversation I asked if it was true, which was 
charged by his critics, that the Slovak policies were dictated by Ger- 
many. : 

“No,” he insisted. “In foreign affairs our policies are shaped so 
they do not conflict with the Axis Powers. They surround us com- 
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pletely. It would be suicide to oppose them. But in domestic matters 
we form our own policies and programs and carry them out. In many 
instances they are not in accord with the policies of Germany.” 

In detail he cited several examples. Their system of food conser- 
vation and distributing was vastly different from either Germany, the 
“Protectorate” or Hungary. They were in disagreement with the 
Aryan edicts then in effect in Germany. There were other points on 
which they clashed. 

Some people in Europe, I told him, declared that he and the Slo- 
vak Republic were subject to instructions from the Vatican. 

“The usual charge of the uninformed,” he replied. “I have no con- 
nection with the Vatican, other than through the diplomatic channels, 
the same as other countries. Any communications from Rome affect- 
ing the religious affairs of our people would be transmitted through 
the bishops. In so far as matters of state are concerned, I am separ- 
ated from the Church.” 

Was it likely, I asked, that the Slovaks would be united with the 
Czechs after the war? 

There was no direct answer to that question. He pointed out that 
the Slovaks had been discriminated against by the Prague govern- 
ment. He himself had been imprisoned for many months because of 
his agitation for Slovak autonomy. Later he became Minister of Health 
in the Benes cabinet. The Slovaks desired to live in harmony with 
the Czechs, the Hungarians, the Poles and Germans. But they also be- 
lieved they were entitled to the autonomy that had been denied them. 
Now, after efforts of nearly nine hundred years they were an inde- 
pendent country. 

He then made a comparison between Slovakia and Ireland. Both 
are largely agricultural, both had been under outside rule for cen- 
turies, both are predominantly Christian and both counted more of 
their people in America than in their home lands. 

“Our greatest problem,” he continued, “is in getting technicians, 
instructors in the schools, colleges and university and specialists for 
industrial projects. We are suffering from growing pains. But I do 
hope we shall not have to call in too many foreign doctors.” That 
remark was understood. Already there was resentment in the country 
against the flood of Germans who had come to aid in their develop- 
ment. They would have welcomed more of some other nationality. 

They had sent a small armed force against the Soviet, but later 
they were recalled and developed into home defenses and for indus- 
tries. . 

I pointed out to him that they were Slavs, the same as the Rus- 
sians. Should they not, therefore, be united with their blood brothers? 

“True, there is that racial kinship, But when those blood brothers 
are Bolsheviks and Communists,” his fist pounded on the table in front 
of him, “then we'll oppose them to the last man.” 

That defiant attitude and his unceasing battle against the infiltra- 
tion of Communist ideology into his country, explains why he was 
anathema to Moscow. His doom was pre-ordained. It merely remained 
for the American officials to assist Stalin in carrying it out.’ 

Tiso declared that closer co-operation invited domination by the 
Red regime of Moscow. That meant obliteration of all the political, 
religious and economic freedom they enjoyed. They had revolted 
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against injustices of the Prague government. They did not commit 
the heinous crimé’of banishing the alien minorities from the’ coun- 
try, as the Reds had done in the Baltic states (and were to do later 
in Czechoslovakia). Czechs were deposed from important positions in 
the Slovak government, but they were not deported, nor were the 
Poles, the Hungarians, the Ukrainians, or the Germans. In fact many 
Czech industrialists fled from the German occupied areas of Bohemia 
and Moravia and re-established themselves in Slovakia. 

Subsequently I had many discussions with president Tiso, his 
cousin Stefan Tiso, premier in the latter part of the state’s existence, 
as well as others of his official family. To assert that they were 
doniinated by the Nazis does not check with the facts. 

Of the hundred and fifty thousand population in Bratislava, ap- 
proximately twenty per cent were Germans. There were other cities 
and areas throughout the country with substantial German minorities 
One of the Nazi methods for undermining religious training was to 
schedule meetings of the Hitler Youth and Girls on Sunday mornings. 
That usually necessitated their absence from church on that day. 
To counter such measures a law or resolution was passed in Slovakia 
forbidding group meetings of youths for such activities on Sunday — 
until after noon. 

When Mussolini was demoted and the Badoglio government was 
formed, the entire Italian dilpomatic and consular staff in Slovakia 
declared their allegiance to Badoglio and the Allies. Germany exerted 
Pressure to have them sent into Northern Italy — then still in the 
hands of the Fascists. President Tiso and his ministers opposed it. 
Instead they were interned at the expense of the Slovak government 
for over a year in one of the best hotels of Piestany, a celebrated cure 
resort in the country. “Internment” meant that they had freedom to 
roam the country side, retained their motor cars and were given 
permission to visit the capital whenever necessary — even for such 
trifling things as an appointment with their dentists. Moreover, since 
they were cut off from their source of income, the Bratislava govern- 
ment provided a limited amount of money for them during their four- 
teen month period of detention there in addition to footing the bill for 
medical care and hospitalization of those who needed it. 

After the ill-advised “putsch” that was staged in Banska Bystrica 
by the anti-Nazi partisans, most of the ring-leaders were evacuated to 
England by plane. Those who did not escape were taken into custody 
by the Slovak military authorities. 

The Slovak courts, being unsympathetic to Germany sentenced 
the ring leaders to prison. That seemed the simplest way to keep 
them safe until they could be freed after the war. 

The imperious Heinrich Himmler came to Bratislava and in high 
dudgeon demanded the death penalty for them. The president and 
premier refused his demands. The latter told me of the stormy scene 
with Himmler. 


“We have our own judiciary and tribunals,” he reminded Himmler, 
“and we shall abide by their decisions. Their sentences will not be 
made more severe, nor will we surrender them to you.” 


The repulsed SS chieftain returned to Berlin. The pigmy had van- 
quished the giant. 
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Even after the occupation of the country by the German mili- 
tary forces in September 1944, the Bratislava regime did not submit 
supinely to all their demands. One of the resort hotels had been par- 
tially converted into a hospital with the appropriate Red Cross mark- 
ings on roof and walls. The German general staff for that area com- 
mandeered quarters in the hotel. The Slovak authorities insisted 
that Red Cross markings or the German officers be removed. After 
heated arguments the Germans remained but the Red Cross symbols 
of protection were removed. Puppets do not as a rule show such de- 
fiance to their over-lords. 

The Red army advanced to the fringe of the capital. On April 
5, 1945, President Tiso, the premier and others of the government 
fled into Austria where they expected to be and were interned by the 
advancing American forces. Being unable to obtain transportation to 
Bavaria, I evacuated on that same day from Piestany to Prague. 

Five weeks later General Patton’s army was in Pilsen, about 
fifty miles from Prague. Believing their day of liberation was near 
and confidently awaiting the arrival of the Americans, the Czechs re- 
volted. Their volunteer defense force consisted of old men and boys, 
women and girls. The only trained military help they received was 
from the ani-Communist Russian soldiers under General Vlassov who 
arrived four days after the revolution began. For six days the fight- 
ing continued with the loss of hundreds of lives and enormous pro- 
perty damage, while General Patton seethed in anger at being ordered 
to ignore the piteous pleas of the Prague radio for assistance and halt 
his tanks and military vehicles a few miles outside Prague. 

The pseudo liberation of Prague by the Red army was one of the 
most ghastly travesties of the war. It was staged for the news-reels, 
the radio broadcasts and the impression it would implant in the minds 
of the “liberated” slaves behind the Iron Curtain. 

On his own initiative Eduard Benes had made « pilgrimage to 
Moscow and signed an agreement with Stalin which delivered his 
country into the Red orbit. Six years before Dr. Emil Hacha had 
journeyed to Berlin and put his signature to the demand note handed 
him by Hitler. Just six years before Jozef Tiso flew to Berlin and 
entered into an agreement that established his short-lived Republic of 
Slovakia. Now both of those presidents were deposed or imprisoned. 

The modus operandi of the deals submitted to Hacha and Tiso by 
Hitler and the one entered into by Benes with Stalin are strikingly 
similar — but with one important difference. Benes made his jour- 
ney to Moscow voluntarily. The terms of surrender he signed with 
Stalin were not revealed to the Czechs or Slovaks at the time. Hitler's 
deals and objectives at least had the virtue of brutal frankness. 

But Hitler, the imitator of Communist and Fascist dictators, did 
not clamp control measures on the so-called puppet Republic of Slo- 
vakia as Stalin decreed for the reborn state of Czechoslovakia. 


Within forty-eight hours of the Red army entry into Prague, the 
Czech radio and press were under Communist domination. Winston 
Churchill directed a radio broadcast to the Czechs at that time, ex- 
pressing the desire that the re-established state be a democracy such 
as Britain and America understod that word. His speech was omitted 
from two of the Prague newspapers. The third reported part of it 
but carefully deleted that irritating paragraph. 
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Before Benes arrived — ten days after the “liberation” — the 
MVD had taken possession of the former citadel of the Gestapo in Bre- 
dauergasse. They set up at once a police organization even more ruth- 
less than the Germans. Communist cells within the country pointed 
accusing fingers at personal enemies, business rivals or hated rela- 
tives and they were jailed without a hearing. 

The several jails in the city were literally filled to overflowing, 
Having been one of those caught up in their dragnets I can speak au- 
thoratively. The barred cell at Bartholomegasse into which I was 
ushered had been designed for eight persons. Twenty-six occupied the 
space, Among them were the mayor or burgermeister, a professor of 
the university, the governor of the city’s largest financial institution, 
also the director of the Union Bank, a colonel of the Czech gen- 
darmerie, and two captains. A newspaper man, an Austrian consulting 
engineer, a physician, a fifteen-year-old boy, an orchestra leader and a 
wealthy industrialist shared one corner of the room. The sixty-seven- 
year-old mother of the industrialist was in an adjoining cell. They 
were capitalists. Like the others they had been so indiscreet as to ex- 
press their lack of appreciation for the form of Red liberation that had 
been imposed on them. 

Many young girls and women were jailed in that sombre building. 
New arrivals came at all hours of the day and others were hauled 
away to destinations unknown. Red soldiers made periodic raids and 
took away those they wished. How many vanished without a trace, 
we shall never know. 

In the ill-fated state of Slovakia, even the all-powerful Himmler 
could not demand that prisoners be released to him. In the Moscow- 
managed Czechoslovakian state Red soldiers and MVD men took whom 
they wished without protest from the “democratic” officials. 

Although the prison inmates were held without benefit of consul 
and incommunicado, an underground system of communication carried 
messages outside. The method of its operation was never quite clear 
to me, but | can attest to its efficiency, as a scribbled message of 
mine reached the American Legation. 


Fear and terror gripped the people although the shocking facts 
were conveniently suppressed, because to reveal them then would be 
embarrassing to those who participated in the fraud. 

When the Communist premier Klement Gottwald handed Benes the 
final papers of surrender in Prague March 1948 and demanded that 
he sign on the dotted line, it was but a routine ending to what was a 
fait accompli three years before. 


President Hacha had died, thus escaping execution by the Reds. 
President Tiso was delivered by the United States forces to Stalin’s 
henchmen and was hanged. The status of president Benes would have 
been heightened and perhaps his life lengthened had he not returned. 
Far better that he had remained away and exposed to the world 
what it knows now. That they had been sold into bondage at Teheran. 
The bias brigade and pressure groups in America disgraced our coun- 
try. and demanded President Tiso as a sacrifice. Though our State 
Department, like Pilate, may wash its hands, they permitted him 
to be tortured before delivering him to the Reds The blood of that 
Slovak patriot is on our heads. 
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THE TWO EUROPES 
DR. JOSEPH CIEKER 


‘The division of Europe is not only a military, political and social 
reality, but also a moral and spiritual reality. The indivisible body 
of Europe was violently split into two parts, each of which livés its 
own special life—if the moral and material misery into which the 
nations of central and eastern Europe were cast can be called life 
at all. 

The entire military and political effort of the past war resulted 
in the terrible reality of two Europes which do not understand each 
other, which cannot and shall not be able to find a form of coopera- 
tion and positive cohabitation, which stand against each other, and 
which one day, sooner or later, shall have to fight the decisive battle 
which shall force common norms on the whole of the European 
continent. 

The present situation cannot be considered a definite solution 
under any circumstances. Two Europes cannot exist on the terri- 
tory of the continent which created the idea of EUROPE, whicn 
formed its unity throughout the centuries, and the members of which 
cannot live without being united. Indestructible forces are ever en- 
deavoring to unite that which was artificially divided, to eradicate 
that which was brought into being by force as a result of ignorance, 
illusions, cowardice, and treachery. We are witnesses of a violent 
process which is being suffered by the fatally wounded Europe, writh- 
ing in a tragic effort to once again attain its historical form, to re- 
construct its centuries-old personality. 

There is no doubt that these two Europes—the legitimate result 
of contemporary errors which have been committed not only by poli- 
ticians, diplomats and soldiers, but also by European intellectuals— 
shall cease to exist and that there shall be only one Burope, assuming, 
however, that whatever takes the place of the present situation shall 
be able to carry the name which symbolizes all that humanity has 
created throughout the centuries. The division of the European body 
will not be able to be maintained forever. The maimed idea of Eu- 
rope shall lose its historical sense, its moral content and its real mis- 
sion, if it cannot live and be enjoyed in its entire extent. What is 
of the utmost importance to humanity is the question of what forces 
shall bring about the healing of the divided parts into one Euro- 
pean body. 

Behind the boundary line, which once leading European factors— 
especially foreign factors—wanted to regard only as a symbolic 
boundary between mutual influences, there is now being born a new 
world, an alien, terrible world, a frankenstein world. On the ruins 
of the Christian countries of eastern and central Europe, Commun- 
ism is building a new “humanity,” a monstrous humanity, which 
basically is in conflict with the principles of ancient and historical 
Europe. 

The Soviet system—and in this name we need not see only a 
terrible police instrument, a visible instrument for physical torture— 
seizing totally and without any limitations whatsoever a half of Eu- 
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rope, is injecting into the severed part of the Buropean body new 
forms of life, a new notion of culture, a new ideology, a new mis- 
sion. Communism, already partially destroying everything which re- 
called the idea of ancient Europe, is forcing a new idea which is sev- 
ering traditional ties and lifting itself as a legitimate result of the 
unfettered forces of human periphery. This process of fundamental 
changes, made possible by the use of cruel means of violence, as 
well as the conscious or unconscious complicity of guilt of the west, 
is creating before the terrified eyes of the western peoples “a human- 
ity bereft of humanity” which is bending over the boundary line, is 
showing its anti-European and anti-Christian face and is causing 
understandable chaos and uncertainty in the west. 

To better understand the extent of the danger which threatens 
the very idea of Europe, we would have to go on the other side of 
the Iron Curtain. What is taking place in that immense human lab- 
oratory, in that area of: misery and slavery, cannot be fully realized 
by individual newspaper reports and reports of news agencies. The 
Soviet machine is exerting itself to the utmost. There is no rest. 
The process of change does not have the character of development, 
because it is the most awful revolution which is shaking the deep- 
est foundations of this part of Europe. And this Europe stands 
face to face with the forces which are incompatible with the manner 
of Eyropean life. There is no competition of thoughts, there are no 
intellectuals. There is no assimilation between what represents tra- 
dition and what brings something new. It would be a big mistake, 
indeed, to suppose that this historical process can give birth to some- 
thing new which might be acceptable to the idea of Europe. Com- 
munism burns evolutionary eras, destroys lives and kills ideas, What 
is happening behind the Iron Curtain is not a renaissance, a reforma- 
tion, a kind of enlightenment, or a literary movement; and it cer- 
tainly is not an expression of liberalism or constitutionalism. But it 
is an actual fight between life and death. 

If Communism were only a force which caused changes of a.po- 
litical nature, if it required only a new social system, if it would 
want. to realize only the parcelling of large estates, if it would only 
want to nationalize industry and economy, the danger of it would 
not be of such historical dimensions. But Communism is. much more 
than a simple, social reform. Those who view the phenomenon of 
Communism only from that viewpoint shall notice only that which is 
secondary in it, forgetting at the same time to look at. its actual 
substance. 

The results attained by Communism in that part of Europe 
where it came into power by force relate not only to a political, so- 
cial and physical change, but primarily to»a moral and spiritual 
change. Barbarians have invaded literature, culture, the sciences and 
arts and the tabernacles. They killed creative spirits, or enslaved 
them, transforming them into intellectual automats. Poets, romance 
writers, publicists, scientific workers, and professors, who, did not 
want to or could not orientate themselves to. the brutish norms of 
ignorance and spiritual prostitution, have either died.or are dying. 
The schools are producing a youth which is not allowed.to know any- 
thing of the past. University halls are being filled with the atmos- 
phere of Soviet factories, where the product of Soviet dissolution, is 
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offered, where instructions are given to deform the youth morally 
and intellectually, where the culture of the periphery is’ forced 
upon it. 

This radical revolution which concerns fundamental human va- 
lues, this suppression of the human person, this eradication of every- 
thing Divine and eternal, this materializing of the noble desires of 
mankind—all this is creating the new world, a steppe without a 
horizon, an earthly fire-ruins, the spiritless, inhuman, fanatical, 
mechanized robots. 

To expect such an environment a blessed productiveness of crea- 
tive spirits, works of real art, works of universal culture, to suppose 
that on this dead soil can grow intellectuals with a world-wide per- 
spective, with a European soul and a Christian love—that would 
mean as much as not to realize what Communism really is. True it 
is that heroes of unattainable moral heights are in existence and are 
being born, but they are also dying like torches in the desert which 
the hurricane sweeping down from the steppes is extinguishing. 

The division of Europe is being deepened, systematized and 
widened. Everything is being destroyed so that a “new” Europe can 
be built. Things are being produced not only in the physical, 
but also the spiritual field in an environment of terror, corporeal 
fear, in an environment of unceasing haste. Stachanoy is the 
ideal not only for the manual worker, but also for the sp{ritual 
worker. And this new type of standardized intellectual works and 
produces like a machine filled with blood and spirit. If the worth 
of moral and spiritual values would be measured in terms of the 
number of books published, fabricated artistic works, in terms of 
their propagation, the creative ability of the traditional and Chris- 
tian European world would be surpassed. But something that is 
fundamental, eternal and universally valid, is lacking in all this 
production which was created and accumulated so feverishly. On 
this steppe of the world that is being born, gigantic pyramids are 
rising which were ordered to be built by Pharaohs, but from them 
are blowing the breezes of death. Robots cannot create, because 
they lack the divine spark and do not have any inspiration, either 
human or divine. They denied God and killed the man in themselves. 

Today there no longer exist any illusions about the inevitable 
and historical disentangling of the tragedy of the two Buropes. 
Only blind people and suicides—and some of these still exist— 
do not see the shadow which this spectre is casting over the most 
distant corners of Europe, if not the world, and is making ready 
to take the final step to unite divided Europe in its own fashion. 
The forces of human periphery, the forces of darkness and bar- 
barism, organizing themselves according to the laws of the jungle, 
present to the western world a concrete problem of European 
unity. This is paradoxical, but it is the truth. Barbarians. want 
to unite that which Europeans had divided. A boundary line is 
not a barrier for them and it never was. After swallowing and 
digesting a half of Europe they must thrust themselves on the 
second half and devour it, or perish in the attempt. 

In the meantime, while this barbarism—which until recently 
was evaluated as a positive and equivalent component of Huro- 
peanism, as a value comparable with moral and spiritual no- 
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blesse—is offering a plan for uniting Europe, which in reality is 
already destroyed. and dead in embryo and in its very substance, 
the west, poisoned by the poison of dissolution, neglect and. col- 
lective fear, is wasting time with formalities and naivities, in. con- 
ferences and in solemn though frequent useless assemblies, as if 
the irreconcilable totalitarian beast sensed a duty or some kind 
of necessity to respect these “European experiences,” which it 
already had destroyed in a brutal manner in the countries behind 
the Iron Curtain. , . , 

The unification of divided Europe is not only a necessity for 
Communism, which it deduces from the established program of 
its ideology, but also the result of persistent forces of ‘the Euro- 
pean whole which are calling for the unification of that which 
was divided, that which was cut off from it without analyzing 
the methods and forms of this unification. This unification by 
Communism means death for Europe. 

It is sad, indeed, even if not tragic, that this anti-European, 
anti-Christian spectre holds the initiative of this unification in its 
hands. The western world would, perhaps, be satisfied with a 
maimed Europe, if that were possible and if the barbarians would 
allow it. Some uropeans might consider it possible to live in a 
divided Europe and probably would even be satisfied with the loss 
of the Christian countries of central and eastern Europe, if at 
such a price they might gain welfare and comfort. 

This defensive stand, these methods to preserve what has re- 
mained of Europe, are the fundamental differences which distinguish 
the traditional world from the one which is being born behind the 
boundary line of divided Europe. While it seemed that the west was 
no longer interested in its indivisible part, the east—personified by 
the Soviet spectres—was very much interested. This stand can be ex- 
Plained, but it can never be justified. It is significant that it was 
the Europeans themselves who were abandoning the idea of Europe. 
It seemed, as if the weariness caused by two successive wars, had 
overwhelmed the very substance of European sentiment. 

In European society there has appeared an unexpected phenom- 
enon: the attempt to accustom itself even to irreparable losses. The 
mind was captured by the fiction that the question of the European 
idea would be resolved by the hauling of foodstuffs and machinery 
into Europe by both Americas. It is, therefore, understandable that 
in such an environment there could not be and was not born any 
force of universal greatness which could be victorious over the forces 
of dissoluton which were gathering strength from the east. The 
undertakings of European dimensions—the Crusades, the heroism of 
Lepant, the Tridentine Council—these joint efforts of European hero- 
ism, it seems, were all forgotten. In the face of the crude initiative 
of the east, the west created the conditions for a gradual retreat. 

Even though the situation is extremely grave, we must not de- 
spair. The historical forces of the west with their vitality, with their 
moral and spiritual designs, with their own origin, can and must excel 
over the forces that would destroy Europe. Europe can and must find 
itself. Against the concrete program proferred by Communism, Eu- 
rope must offer its own concrete program—not only a defensive one, 
but an offensive one as well. There is no place, neither is there 
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much time, for hesitation, for useless philosophising, for mnaivities, 
for half-way decisions, for neutrality. The formula, which the -com- 
munistic system offers the remainder of Europe for European unifi- 
cation, inevitably includes all nations, all ideologies, all confessions, 
and’all peoples. In the cage of the Soviet system there is room for 
everything: for material and spiritual tnings, for ordinary as well as 
sacred things, for the worker and the intellectual. Not to recognize 
‘this law of Communism and attempt to argue it away would mean to 
commit an unpardonable and irreparable blunder. Either all Euro- 
peangs shall save themselves—or else all shall perish. 

So that the west could save itself and not perish in the embrace 
of the spectre, it is being given a last opportunity to rehabilitate it- 
self and ‘perform its historical mission. One thing, however, is cer- 
tain: it shall not be able to fulfill this mission by the methods it 
has used thus far, the methods which led to the division of Europe. 
And it certainly will not be able to do it with people who have grown 
old morally and spiritually. 

Ifthe west wishes to avoid the fate of central and eastern Bu- 
rope, if it wishes to come to terms with the unifying spectre of Com- 
munism in a dignified manner, it must revive the permanent forces 
of the western nations, it must breathe into the idea of Europe a 
real European and Christian content, it must sieze the initiative of 
unifying Europe. Even barbarians know how to produce and buile 
factories, bridges, great iron and steel enterprises, railroads, airfields 
and bombs. What they do not know, and what they shall never 
know is how to give material a breath of humanity, subordinate it 
to the interests of the dignity of mankind and give the world a sense 
of its true mission. 

The positions are well defined. The hour has come to decide the 
fate of Europe. The system of two Europes, which arose and was 
maintained by the fault of the west, cannot last. The west is not 
Europe, and we cannot regard the east as Europe either. The west 
cannot harbor hopes that it shall avoid an invasion by the barbarians 
by foresaking the eastern part of Europe to Communism. As long as 
one substantial portion of Burope is undergoing a feverish change. 
as long as everything there, which symbolized the Christian and Eu- 
ropean spirit, is retreating before the aggressiveness of the bar- 
barian and is withdrawing to the hillsides and into the catacombs, as 
long as half of (Europe does not live, believe and feel according to 
the thousand-year-old Christian and European laws, there shall be no 
contentment of the spirit, nor shall there be material welfare in the 
the west. 

The idea of Europe includes in itself the west as equally as the 
east. It embraces the distant plains of Poland, the Ukraine, White 
Russia, the Slovak and Rumanian valleys, as well as the green fields 
of France and Germany, and even the broad Iberian horizons: We 
must resolve: There shall be only one Europe—a Christian, histori- 
cal Europe—a free and democratic Europe. 
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THE SLOVAK REPUBLIC — FRUIT OF 
HLINKA’S STRUGGLE 


Karol Sidor 
(President of the Slovak National Council Abroad) 


The great Polish philosopher and politician Roman Dmowski, who 
labored for the resurrection of Poland in 1918 and died in 1939, wrote 
these noteworthy words: 

“Here in Poland we are tired of reading polemics on the theme: 
who, in recent times, first used the expression INDEPENDENCE and 
which political party first loudly proclaimed that it wants state inde- 
pendence, This makes a childish and unsavory discussion. We have 
state independence not because some one repeated vociferously that he 
wanted independence. We have it because there were people who 
worked systematically for its attainment, orientated themselves well to 
existing conditions and knew how to use well all the circumstances 
leading to independence. People must know not only what they want, 
but also what they. must do, what road they shall travel to reach 
the desired goal. Programs of wishing are only empty and fruitless 
mottoes.” 

As in Poland, so also among the Slovaks in Slovakia much has 
already been written and said about this subject. But Slovaks at 
home and abroad seem to be forgetting that there would have been no 
Slovak State independence without the untiring political labors of 
the thousands and thousands of outstanding and ordinary people 
of the Hlinka Slovak People’s Party who worked for the political inde- 
pendence of their country since the inauguration of the party in 1905 
until Slovak Independence Day, March 14, 1939. Without Hlinka and 
his party the terrain would not have been prepared for independence. 

We can say without fear of contradiction that the leaders of 
Hlinka’s political party expressed the will and desires of the Slovak 
people for an independent Slovak life both during the existence of old 
Hungary and also during the life of the Czechoslovak Republic. Of 
course, always in a way suited to conditions, because even an idea has 
evolutionary forms. A different form for the childish age of a nation 
and another for his mature years. The followers of Stir, Radlinskf 
and Vajansky up to 1918 expressed themselves moderately in form but 
convincingly in substance. When it came to the breaking of bread in 
1918, however, Andrew Hlinka, leader of his party, proclaimed on 
May 24th at Turéiansky Svity Martin: “The 1000-year-old marriage 
with the Magyars was a failure. We must part.” 

Such a resolution of the Slovak program was both modern and 
suitable to the times. This sentiment was expressed more forcefully 
on October 19, 1918, in the Budapest parliament by Dr. Ferdi’ Juriga, 
a deputy of Hlinka’s Slovak Party, when he said: 

“On. the basis of natural and historical rights we demand our 
right of self-determination so that we, as a national entity, could form 
our own, separate community on the territory we have settled.” 

And on January 23, 1920, this same Juriga emphasized in the 
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Prague Parliament even the form of future Slovak life, when he said: 
“Federalism is the system of the future. The order of the future 
is not centralism but federalism. We must preserve our individuality 
and not let ourselves be absorbed. We must let every national unit 
crystallize out into a legal personality so that these various national 
units could then federalize into one great world republic. This would 
be only the highest ideal and only one road leads to it: federalism.” 
Other deputies of Hlinka’s party expressed themselves in a 
similar vein in the Prague Parliament until 1939. They demanded 
independent Slovak army units for Slovakia, with Slovak as the lan- 
guage of command, and separate Slovak diplomatic representation 
abroad. It is known that the most significant signs of sovereignty 
are: one’s own national army and national representation abroad. 

The climax for this whole endeavor for Slovak political inde- 
pendence was the Zilina proclamation of October 6, 1938, in which 
the Hlinka Slovak People’s Party, the Agrarian Party, the Trade Union 
Party, the Fascist Party, the National Socialists and the Slovak Na- 
tional Party (of Razus) united on a single Slovak program. 

“We, the undersigned,” says the document accepted and under- 
signed by duly authorized representatives of the parties mentioned, 
“adopt the motion of the Hlinka Slovak People’s Party to issue a 
constitutional law apropos Slovak autonomy in such form as pre- 
sented in the Assembly of Deputies and published in the periodical 
SLOVAK, No, 129, June 5, 1938. We promise to use all our strength 
to have this motion accepted constitutionally by the National As- 
sembly.” 

“We demand that the Vice-Chairman of the Hlinka Slovak Peo- 
ple's Party, Deputy Dr. Joseph Tiso, immediately be authorized so that 
as chairman-designate he set up the first Slovak Government in agree- 
ment with the undersigned political parties.” 

At that time (October 1938), there were 45 Slovak deputies in the 
Prague Parliament: 19 representatives of the Hlinka Slovak People’s 
Party, 11 Agrarians, 5 Social Democrats, 5 Communists, 1 National 
Socialist, 1 National Unity member, 1 Trades Union member, 1 Fas- 
cist, and 1 member of the National Slovak Party. All, except the 
Communists and the Social Democrats (10), signed the Zilina docu- 
ment of October 6, 1938. 

This was a unification on program which even the Czechs re- 
spected. On November 22, 1938, a new constitutional document was 
published. This new Constitution was voted for by a fully qualified 
majority not only of the Slovak but also of the Czech deputies and 
senators. And in this Constitution the Slovak Government and the 
Slovak Parliament were already well anchored by firm paragraphs. 

So it was that the future destiny of Slovakia — in a legal and 
democratic way — passed over into the hands of the Slovak Govern- 
ment and the Slovak Parliament which was authorized by all Slovaks. 
This was the foundation on which the Slovaks continued to build their 
State and on March 14, 1939, this foundation served as a means to 
proclaim even the independence of the Slovak State —— again legally 
and democratically. 

From this brief sketch we see clearly that without the preparatory 
labors — ideological and organizational — of the Hlinka Slovak Peo 


SLOVAKIA 15 


ple’s Party, first in Hungary then in Czechoslovakia, the proclamation 
of Slovakia’s independence on March 14, 1939, would not have been 
possible, 

For that reason, not individual persons, but whole generations of 
humble and forgotten Slovak patriots have merited recognition. The 
least we can do is honor them for working so assidiously and uncom- 
promisingly for the political independence of the Slovaks. The spirit 
of Andrej Hlinka dominated all of them. In Andrej Hlinka all these 
indefatigable workers for freedom saw themselves. Hlinka was their 
leader and their ideal. When he was honored, they felt honored also. 
And so it was when the Slovak legislative assembly passed the law 
(No, 83) on April 25, 1939, to memorialize Hlinka and the generations 
of Slovak patriots who labored with him for Slovak freedom by placing 
a bust of Hlinka in the Slovak National Assembly. 

The Slovaks at home and abroad shall never forget Andrej 
Hlinka, his Slovak People’s Party — the Slovak patriots who lived and 
died for the freedom of the Slovak nation, It is a fact that the Slo- 
vak Republic was the fruit of Hlinka’s fight for the inherent right of 
the Slovak people to political freedom. 

6 © 


WHO SAID IT? 


“Today we have received from Alex Kendrick in Vienna the first 
solid explanation of what was behind the recent drastic shake-up in 
the Czechoslovakian Communist Party and Government, Apparently 
what happened was that Slovakian autonomy, both political and eco- 
nomic, was wiped out. A considerable number of Slovak Party mem- 
bers were flung into jail. Bratislava, the capital of Slovakia, was the 
real center of a separatist movement deeply influenced by Tito’s suc- 
cess. Czechoslovakia is Russia's most important satellite. But differ- 
ences between Czechs and Slovaks are much older than communism. 
What Moscow decided to do was to destroy the independence of the 
Slovakian communist party, and all hopes of economic and political 
independence for the Slovaks. This is an effort by the Soviet Union 
to counteract the attraction of Yugoslavia that is felt by Czech and 
Slovak alike.” — EDWARD R. MURROW With the News, The Colum- 
bia Broadcasting System, Sept. 21, 1951. 

. 


“In complete harmony with the thinking of the Czech and Slovak 
nation, the agreement of friendship, mutual aid and post-war co- 
operation between the CSR and the USSR was completed in Moscow 
on December 12, 1943, for a period of 20 years. . . . This orientation 
is an unchangable note even for our future political life.” — Dr. Joseph 
Lettrich, CAS, 1-27-48. 


“None of us has the right to obligate definitely for the future our 
people and state in fundamental matters, internal or international, 
to anything. .. . That holds for all of us and, above all, even for me 
personally. | think that it is necessary that this be altogether clear. 
That is why from the beginnning | have refused to make any funda- 
mental, internal or international, ." — (Dr. Edward Benes, to 
the Czechoslovak State Council, Nov. 25, 1941). 
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WHY NO MORE CZECHOSLOVAKIA? 
DR. JOSEPH KIRSCHBAUM 


After the communist regime in Bohemia and Slovakia came to 
power in February 1948, there appeared in Europe, the United States 
and in other non-European countries a new “Czechoslovak” emigration, 
consisting of dismissed diplomats and escaped political leaders of the 
various Czech and Slovak civil parties. This emigration, if we are to 
appraise it by its activity, continues in the policies of Dr. Eward 
Bene’ and his followers, which means a continuation in the same 
mistakes and blunders which have evoked two dangerous crises in 
Europe during the past thirty years. As a result of this blundering 
policy more than half the population of the Czechoslovak Republic 
(Slovaks, Germans, Magyars, Poles, Ukrainians and Carpatho-Rus- 
sians) was either deprived of the most fundamental human and civil 
rights, or designedly impeded in its political and economical develop- 
ment. 

Prince Adolf zu Schwarzenberg, head of one of the oldest fami- 
lies in Bohemia, had this to say about Czech policy: 

“Even in normal times the double game of Czech policy can be 
seen quite clearly. As long as Czechoslovakia adopted the role of 
dependence on the West, Benes was at the helm and from 1945 on- 
ward prepared the delivery of his country to the Communists, All 
the ministers in his Cabinet (there were about two dozen of them) 
worked with their idolized President, and in a most masterly fashion 
steered their country into Communism, always hoping for a good job 
as a reward for their laudable work in the Bolshevist interest.” — 
NEW ENGLISH REVIEW MAGAZINE, 1949, Vol. III, No. 1, pp. 20-22). 

It is a fact that Czechoslovakia was re-established at the end 
of World War II against the will of the absolute majority of the Slo- 
vaks and the many millions of national minorities by the political 
activity of a small group of Czech exiles, who were not concerned 
with the interests of the Czech and Slovak nations, or the interests 
of the whole of Europe, but were rather led by imperialism, their 
personal ambitions and a desire for revenge. And it is a historical 
fact that the Czechoslovak State was surrendered, without resistance, 
to the power of Moscow by these politicians just as in 1938—1939, 
without the least resistance, they surrendered it to Berlin. 

In the light of these facts and in the interest of better organi- 
zation and cooperation of the Central European nations, as well as in 
the interest of truth and justice, it appears necessary to point out 
the arguments which speak against the existence of the Czechoslovak 
Republic. 

An analysis, issuing from European and Centro-European points 
of view and not only from the interests of nations and minorities 
which were forced into the Czechoslovak Republic against their will, 
is demanded in this connection by our side, because it is based on the 
motive contained in the Declaration of Independence of the United 
States, in which we read: 

“When in the course of human events, it becomes necessary for 
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one people to dissolve the political bands which have connected them 
with another, and to assume among the powers of the earth, the 
separated and equal station to which the Laws of Nature and of 
Nature’s God entitle them, a decent respect to the opinions of man- 
kind requires that they should declare the causes which impel them 
to the separation.” 

What are the causes which led the Slovaks and the minorities to 
demand the dissolution of political ties with the Czech nation in the 
Czechoslovak Republic? 

Generally speaking, we can mention, first of all, the following: 


1, Tendencies for the preservation or restoration of the Czecho- 
slovak Republic do not meet with the approval of the majority of its 
inhabitants and the principle of democracy and the principles ex- 
pressed in the Atlantic Charter, 

2. The Czechoslovak Republic has no cause to exist in a just 
arrangement of Europe even from the standpoint of European in- 
terests. 

3. The Czechoslovak Republic has no place in a federated Europe 
or a federated Central Europe. 


More than thirty years of clever Czech propaganda might, at a 
first glance, contradict these allegations. There js no argument about 
that. In the mirror of our experience with the propaganda of Goebels, 
and, today, that of Moscow, we see, however, that even a propaganda 
of falsehoods can be successful for a time, deceiving and convincing 
many people. But the force of truth is eternal. By resorting to lies we 
may enjoy successes temporarily, but the truth shall prevail in the 
end. 

In the case of the Czechoslovak Republic, we are concerned 
with nothing more than the truth. That is why we are analyzing the 
above-mentioned arguments at least in their main outlines. And in 
doing this, we purposely refer to the testimonies of objective, poli- 
tical European observers, so that no one might say that the Slovak 
struggle for freedom and independence issues from an exaggerated 
nationalism or national intolerenace, as Czech propaganda de- 
signedly claims that it does. 


The Slovaks were co-founders of the Czechoslovak Republic and 
would have wished its preservation, if the Czechoslovak State would 
have had possessed the prerequisites to fulfill the task that falls to a 
state in the sense of a modern, sociological conception, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, from the standpoint of European interests. 
The Czechoslovak Republic, however, did not. The Slovaks, therefore, 
in the intent of democracy, the Atlantic Charter, and the Charter 
of the United Nations Organization, are demanding a new order of 
Centro-European relationships, to which the Czechoslovak Republic 
definitely is an obstacle, as shall be made clear in the arguments 
that follow. 

I 


Are the tendencies to preserve or restore the Czechoslovak Re- 
public in harmony with the will of the majority of its inhabitants and 
the principles upon which a modern state is founded? 
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This question was already asked at the Paris Peace Conference 
in 1919, at which the Czechoslovak Republic was born, as Lloyd George 
tells us in his book “The Truth About the Peace Treaties”: 

“Czechs, Germans, Slovaks, Hungarians, Poles, Ukrainians — 
is this not a new Austria which will thus arise under the Czech ban- 
ner, a new polyglot state in which six nations will be packed together, 
all filled with hatred of one against the other, arrested in their whole 
economic and social development and in the progress of their civili- 
zation by hate and national strife, nourished by tyranny and poisoning 
their whole public life? — How can the new polyglot State, the arti- 
ficial work of an imperialist diplomacy, exist without any economic 
community, geographical unity, or common history?” — (pp, 944, 946). 

Lloyd George evidently was troubled with the proposition of set- 
ting up Czechoslovakia and stated bluntly: “The Czechs were spe- 
cially favored by the Allies. The result was the recognition of the 
polyglot and incoherent state of Czechoslovakia.” — (p. 948). 

We see, then, at the very beginning of the Czechoslovak Repub- 
lic, that neither the interests of the inhabitants of the newly-rising 
state, nor the principle of the right of self-determination and of de- 
mocratic freedoms were the deciding factors, but only the “special 
favor of the Allies.” It was, therefore, only natural that the Czecho- 
slovak Republic during all its 20 years was troubled with internal 
controversies — cleverly masked abroad by a great propaganda ap- 
paratus — and that it collapsed without the least resistance of its 
population with the first impact from outside in 1938-1939. What is 
more, we can show that the majority of the inhabitants even desired 
the collapse of the Czechoslovak Republic by quoting statements of 
Czech politicians themselves and recalling those made during the 
political trials of the “people's” democracy of Czechoslovakia versus 
the Slovaks, Germans and Magyars — the trials staged by the Czech 
Government after 1945. 


Why did they desire its dissolution? 


Indisputably because the Czechoslovak Republic did not satisfy 
the political and economic interests and aspirations of its inhabitants, 
except those of the Czech minority which managed the State. At the 
Paris Peace Conference (1919), Dr. Edward BeneS declared that: 


“it is the intention of the Czechoslovak Government to create the or- 
ganization of the State by accepting as a basis of natural rights the 
principles applied in the Constitution of the Swiss Republic, that is, 
to make the Czechoslovak Republic a sort of Switzerland...” — 
‘The Czech governments, however, did not manage the Czechoslovak 
Republic as Bene’ had promised, but in such manner as if only an 
exclusive Czech State was concerned, whose mission apparently was 
to assimilate the non-Czech population, and especially the Slovaks, 
and hold them in check economically and socially. The resistance 
of the other inhabitants and the support of the efforts which aimed 
at the dissolution of the Czechoslovak Republic, therefore, became 
an entirely logical result of the situation in which the non-Czech 
inhabitants lived. 

This was abundantly clear to objective observers already in 
1938. Lloyd George said: “Had the Czech leaders, in time and without 


SLOVAKIA 19 


waiting for the menacing pressure of Germany, redeemed their pro- 
mise to grant local autonomy to the various races in their Republic 
on the lines of the Swiss Confederation, the present troubles would 
have been averted” — (p. 952). 

Long before 1938, but especially in the stirring months before 
Munich and in the Spring of 1939, many discerning representatives 
of the Czech and Slovak nations were certain that the Czechoslovak 
Republic did not develop into a formation which could more lastingly 
assure the security and the vital interests of both these nations which 
were the ethnical foundation of the Republic. If the Czech nation for 
a time enjoyed certain advantages because of the existence of Cze- 
choslovakia, it was only at the expense of the rest of the inhabitants. 
But the Czechs later had to pay dearly for those advantages and 
also had to become aware of the fact that the Czechoslovak State 
could not guarantee the security even of the Czech nation against a 
single neighbor. 

As far as the Slovaks are concerned, they could not resolve the 
matter any other way, because the Slovak nation in the Czechoslovak 
State — actually, however, in a CZECH State —- was in a position 
altogether unbecoming a cultured nation, being exposed to planned 
assimilation and economical exploitation by the Czechs, whom the 
whole state apparatus served. Here we are not even mentioning the 
status of the minorities as a problem, which occupied the League of 
Nations for twenty years and, later, was an opportune alibi for the 
liquidation of the Czechoslovak Republic. This problem, as well as 
that of the Slovaks, was dealt with by such personalities as Lord Run- 
ciman and C. A. Macartney. Referring to Czechoslovakia, the latter 
wrote: 

“The fact remains that the Government has been obliged more 
often than not to rule Slovakia against the wishes of most of its 
inhabitants, maintaining itself only by the expedients of restricting 
the powers of the self-governing bodies to within the narrowest 
possible limits, of filling the seats designated for ‘experts’ with its 
own nominees, and utilizing freely weapons of censorship and police 
supervision” — (HUNGARY AND HER SUCCESSORS, p. 145). 

After completing his mission in 1938, Lord Runciman made even 
more unfavorable statements in reporting on the status of the more 


than three and a half million German minority in the Republic. He 
said: 


“I have been left with the impression that Czechoslovak rule in 
the Sudeten areas for the last twenty years...has been marked by 
tactléssness, lack of understanding, petty intolerance and discrimina. 
tion, to a point where the resentment of the German population was 
inevitably moving in the direction of revolt. The Sudeten Germans 
felt, too, that in the past they had been given many promises by 
the Czechoslovak Government, but that little or no action had fol- 
lowed these promises...” — (British White Paper, Cmd. 5847). 
That is why the Republic was not defended when its integrity 
was threatened and, later, not even when its very existence was in 


danger. Not by a single nation of Czechoslovakia, not even the Czech 
nation! 
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On the contrary, its dissolution was made possible by its own 
inhabitants, the majority of whom could realize their natural right 
to freedom and their own State only by the destruction of Czechoslo- 
vakia. So it happened in the case of the Slovaks. 

Writing about the Slovaks in 1942, Macartney said: “...most of 
them found themselves unable to accept the Peace Conference thesis 
of a unitary Czechoslovak nation. Some of them felt this to mean, in 
practice, domination by the economically and socially stronger Czechs, 
and they reacted in the form of a flamboyant Slovak nationalism 
which was the main reason for the absence of revolt with which they 
accepted the dissolution of the Czechoslovak State” — (PROBLEMS 
OF THE DANUBE BASIN, p. 122). 


During the Second World War, a group of Czech exiles in London 
(The Czech National Committee) and Slovak exiles (The Slovak Na- 
tional Council in London), both fighting on the side of the Allies, 
tried to find a different solution to the Czech and Slovak problem 
than that which the framework of Czechoslovakia offered. Represen- 
tatives of the Czech and Slovak nations, in accord with the principle 
of the right of self-determination and the right of every nation to in- 
dependence, proposed the organizing of a separate Slovak State and a 
separate Czech State within the framework of a larger federative 
Centro-European unit. Their efforts were prompted not only by the 
interests of their own nations, but also by the interests of European 
peace and prosperity, as well as by a sense for justice and the right. 


A group of Czech politicians headed by Benes, however, moti- 
vated by personal prestige, by a desire for revenge and the renewal 
of Czech imperialism more than by the interests of its own nation, 
did not hesitate to surrender the destiny of the Czech and Slovak 
nations to the “tender” mercies of the Soviet Union. Unfortunately for 
the nations concerned, for Europe and the democratic world, this 
group of political madmen realized their program. The Czechoslovak 
Republic was restored by the grace of Moscow. Of course, not in 
the interests of the Czechs and the Slovaks, but, as it is abundantly 
clear today, in the interests of Moscow. 


Robert Ingrim, foreign correspondent of leading European news- 
papers, wrote in 1946: “Russia’s aim, when signing that treaty against 
the wishes of America and Britain, was, of course, not to secure 
Czechia as an ally. They made use of Benes’ fear of a frontier re- 
vision in order to get a strong foothold in the heart of the Continent” 
— (AFTER HITLER STALIN? — p. 180). 


What developed in the Czechoslovak Republic after 1945, and 
especially the events of February 1948, definitely prove that point. 


But we must also state that restored Czechoslovakia realized it could 
exist only by having a Czech majority assured. Benes and his group 
were only too well aware of that and, therefore, promoted their plan 
for ousting the Germans and Magyars from Czechoslovakia. Because 
they were successful, over three million Germans and almost a half 
million Magyars were expelled from the Republic. The consequences 
of this “humane and orderly” expulsion by BeneS and his regime 
will be felt for a long time to the detriment of cooperation between 
the nations of Central Europe. 
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The majority of the Slovaks was definitely against the restoration 
of Czechoslovakia. Because the Slovak nation was not given an oppor- 
tunity to express itself about its own destiny, it felt and even today 
feels that it was wrong, morally and otherwise, to destroy the inde- 
pendent State of Slovakia, and that it was deprived of its right to 
independence illegally and by violence. What happened in Slovakia 
since the restoration of the Czechoslovak Republic has only steeled 
the Slovaks in their determination to revolt against the Czech im- 
perialistic State at the first opportune moment and restore their own 
Slovak State. 

F. A. Voight had this to say about the Czech-Slovak relationship: 
“The conflict between the Czechs and Slovaks appears to be irre- 
concilable, It would seem that the Czechoslovak State is, today, a 
fiction and that it will never again be a reality, for if Russian over- 
lordship were removed, the Czechs could only reassert their authority 
over the Slovaks by force of arms — and in this they would surely 
fail, for they have not one friend in Central Europe, whereas the 
Slovaks have many” — (THE NINETEENTH CENTURY AND AF- 
TER, Nov. 1945). 

As a result of the situation prevailing today, thousands of Slovak 
exiles in Europe, a million and a half Americans of Slovak descent, 
and many thousands of Slovaks in Canada, England, Argentina, Bel- 
gium, Spain, France, Italy, Austria and Switzerland, as well as an 
overwhelming majority of the Slovak nation at home, are fighting for 
an independent Slovak State, the only political formation which can 
guarantee their national existence and happiness 

According to the report of the Prague Ministry of the Interior, 
there were uncovered 36 conspiracies in Slovakia against the Repub- 
lic in less than two years. This resistance against the State of the 
Czechs and Slovaks continues despite the fact that a large percent- 
age of Slovak intellectuals has been cast into jail, tortured and exiled, 
and despite the fact that about 300,000 Slovaks have been transferred 
to the Czech-German border to weaken resistance in Slovakia. 

The logical conclusion to be drawn from all this is that from 
1945 restored Czechoslovakia is being preserved only by brute force 
and suppression of the most fundamental national and individual 
rights, and that Czechoslovakia is a negation of all the rights which 
modern society has designated to a state for the purpose and intent of 
its existence: to guarantee a free political and economical develop- 
ment of its people. 

i 


The Czechoslovak Republic has no reason to exist in a righteous 
arrangement of Europe from the viewpoint of European inte: 


While the Czechoslovak Republic, in the democratic sense, did 
not and does not fulfill the functions of a state in relation to the ma- 
jority of its inhabitants, it is not difficult to find proofs that there 
is no reason for this State to exist even as far as the interests of 
Europe are concerned, and much less so as far as the interests of 
Central Europe are concerned. 

At the end of World War I, Czechoslovakia was formed with the 
intention that it would perform the function of a defensive barrier 
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against Germany and that it would be a part of the cordon sanitaire 
against Russia. Lloyd George wrote that BeneS assured the Peace 
Conference that “the Czechs were protectors of democracy against 
Germanism” and that “it was their duty at all times to fight the 
Germans” — (p. 932). 

Czechoslovakia, however, did not fulfill a single function it was 
supposed to, but conversely, with its senseless policy towards the 
non-Czech majority of its inhabitants, it first weakened the proposed 
system of defense against Germany and then was the alibi and the 
cause for the collapse of this system and, therefore, helped German 
aggression in Central Europe. 

During all twenty years of its existence, the Czechoslovak Repub- 
lic could not find a positive relationship toward even a single one 
of its neighbors. With its internal and foreign policies, it actually 
prevented the consolidation of the Centro-European area and indi- 
rectly prepared the ground for the success of the policy of National 
Socialism of Germany which, on the other hand, gained not only the 
minorities of Czechoslovakia, but also the nations to which these 
minorities belonged, by promising to apply and abide by the nation- 
ality principle. And so, instead of becoming a barrier against Germany, 
Czechoslovakia actually became the gate whereby Germany passed 
into the Danube area and southeastern Europe without any opposition 
whatsoever. Instead of stopping German aggression and German im 
perialism, Czechoslovakia substantially facilitated the German “Drang 
nach Osten.” 

And looking from that vantage point, what is the situation since 
1945? 

After its restoration in 1945, did the Czechoslovak State become a 
“bastion of democracy” as promised by the Czech politicians who re- 
quested the Allies to restore it? Of course, we know that it did not. 


The fact is that it did not even become a bridge between the East 
and the West in the positive sense, but only a bridge for the traffic 
of the Soviet Union and its satellites. Over this bridge the Soviet 
Union went unimpeded into the heart of Europe. At the same time 
Czechoslovakia became the gate through which the Soviet Union 
and communism will attack the democratic world. And who is to 
blame for that? In a large measure all those who worked so ener- 
getically for the restoration of Czechoslovakia 


In order to assure their “triumphant” return home, the restora- 
tion of the Czechoslovak State which collapsed so utterly in 1939, and 
also the assent of the Allies to expel the German and Magyar minori- 
ties, the Czech politicians, headed by BeneS, not only concluded an 
agreement with Moscow, whereby the Soviet Union was enabled to 
interfere in the affairs of Czechoslovakia, but also allowed the Soviet 
Union to take Ruthenia without any regard for the will of the in- 
habitants thereof and in violation of the Czechoslovak Constitution. 
Thus, Russia for the first time in its history got a foothold in 
the Danube Basin only a few kilometers from Budapest and Vienna. 
The transfer of Ruthenia to the Soviet Union took place in the 
Spring of 1945..as compensation for the Soviet’s assent to expel the 
Germans and-’Magyars from Czechoslovakia. From a political: and 
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strategic viewpoint, this was a great victory for the Soviet Union. 
Robert Ingrim had this to say about the matter: 

“The alliance with the Czechs who, without Russian support, 
would have been unable to re-establish their rule over a non-Czech 
majority of Germans, Slovaks, Magyars, Poles, and Ruthenians, is 
‘one prong of Stalin’s great hayfork.... A look at the map of Europe 
shows the meaning of that hayfork. By including the eastern part of 
formerly Austrian Galicia in her Polish booty, Russia establishes ter- 
ritorial contact with the Czech satellite. The westernmost tip of Bo- 
hemia is but 200 miles off the French border” — (Op. cit. p. 181-182). 

Furthermore, Czech politicians under the leadership of Benes 
not only prevented the possibility of harmonious cooperation of the 
nations of Central Europe, but with their deportations evoked such a 
fear of German retribution that they themselves see a guarantee of 
the existence of Czechoslovakia only in the political and military 
support of the Soviet Union. In this respect, noteworthy is the state- 
ment of Dr. Benes himself, addressed in 1947 to a Slovak delegation 
headed by Dr. Joseph Lettrich: 

“The Czechs cannot accept under any circumstances an indepen- 
dent Slovakia in the future... The Czechs, having on the one side 70 
million Germans, must on the other side have Russia as their neigh- 
bor, Therefore, they could not accept an independent Slovakia. This 
is a vital problem for the existence of the Czechs as a nation and as a 
State” — (Feb. 16, 1947). 

Consequently the inhabitants of Czechoslovakia are forced to 
support the policies of the Soviet Union in the interest of the exist- 
ence of Czechoslovakia, even though their political convictions and sym- 
pathies are in diametrical conflict with those policies. On the other 
hand, however, it follows that the Czechoslovak State bases is exist- 
ence only on the military and political might of a foreign power; 
consequently it has become a tool of that power and does not possess 
ability and vital force of its own to exist as a sovereign state. 

Therein we must also seek the reason why the communist putsch 
of February 1948 did not meet with any resistance even from the 
Czech nation. The very existence of the Czechoslovak State, which 
was not capable of existing by itself and was founded on the suppres- 
sion of freedoms of other nations, demanded the subjugation not only 
of the Czech people, but also the Slovak nation, which was over 
70 per cent anticommunist, by the communist totalitarian dictator- 
ship. The consequences of this policy, whereby the so-called “raison 
Etat” was placed before the interest of the freedom and the life 
of the inhabitants, are ill-fated not only for the Czech and Slovak na- 
tions, but the Soviet Union, by means of this policy, got into the very 
heart of the European continent and communism gained an important 
gateway through which it can attack western Europe. 

Thus Czechoslovakia, twice within a single decade, made it pos- 
sible or substantially easier for imperialism to enter Europe and 
threaten the freedoms of its nations: in 1938 the imperialism of 
nationally socialistic Germany and, in 1945-48, the imperialism of 
communist Russia. So, the function given the Czechoslovak Republic, 
or that which its creators promised it would perform, was not only not 
fulfilled, but, conversely, this State — besides preventing the coop- 


24 SLOVAKIA 


eration of the nations of Central Europe and oppressing the majority 
of its inhabitants — has cast Europe into dangerous crises twice 
within a single decade and facilitated the victory of those forces, 
against which it was supposed to serve, directly or indirectly, as a 
barrier. 

Therefore, it appears evident that the existence -of this State 
not only does not have motivation, but that it is in the interest of 
Europe and its healthy organization that this synthetic formatien, 
founded on violence and the suppression of the most fundamental 
freedoms of millions of human beings and existing only with the help 
of a foreign power, definitely disappear from the map of Europe. 

Such is the conviction not only of the absolute majority of the 
Slovak nation and its true representatives, who never agreed with 
the restoration of the Czechoslovak Republic, but also the conviction 
of many upright and freedom-loving Czechs, who fought on the side 
of the Allies during the past war for the creation of a separate Czech 
State and a separate Slovak State within a framework of a federated 
Central Europe. These Czechs have refused to return to the syn- 
thetic political creation which does not reflect the will of the majority 
of its inhabitants, but is in fact the tool of the policy and aims of 
the Soviet Union. 

ml 


The Czechoslovak Republic has no place in a federated Europe 
or a federated Central Europe. 


If the Czechoslovak Republic has no raison d’etre in a system 
of sovereign states from a standpoint of European interests — the 
security of Central Europe and a harmonious relationship of its na- 
tions — then the existence of this unnatural formation appears to be 
utterly useless and unjust in the case of federating Europe, or at 
least Central Europe. There are several logical and objective argu- 
ments in support of this statement. 

The Czechoslovak Republic, as we have seen, was created with the 
intent of forming a barrier against German expansion, and in 1945 it 
was restored so it could be a bastion of democracy and a bridge be- 
tween the East and the West. In these functions it failed miserably. 
And these motives do not hold in the case of a federation of Europe, 
or at least Central Europe. Individual states, which could not stop ag- 
gression in Europe even with a system of alliances, certainly will not 
play the role, in a federated Europe, of preventing a repetition of a 
German attack or Russian hegemony; that will be the role of the 
federation of the Continent, or that of Central Europe. 


‘The argument that Czechoslovakia should be retained, because it 
is a larger unit than would be either a Ozech or Slovak unit, cannot 
play a part in the case of a European or Centro-European federation. 
Strategic and economic arguments, which give priority to larger for- 
mations, have not proved themselves in the case of Czechoslovakia 
even with a system of sovereign states, because factually it could not 
defend itself against any one of its neighbors. The inclusion of the 
minorities and the creation of a Czechoslovakia with some 15 million 
inhabitants would conflict with the basic principle of federalism and 
the expressed right of nations to self-determination. 
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Furthermore the Czech nation, which has gone over to the camp 
of the satelites of the Soviet Union more or less willingly, cannot 
have any claims which would give it preference over all its other 
neighbors and allow the Czechs to annex territories occupied by non- 
Czech inhabitants. 

After 1945, when Hungary and Germany were defeated States, 
and Czechoslovakia — whether deservingly or not — was included 
among the victorious Allies, it was possible to restore Czechoslovakia 
with its old borders, especially when Slovakia was to be punished for 
not being on the border of Portugal, but on the border of Germany, 
and, therefore, was included in the camp of the defeated. 


In a Europe liberated from the hegemony of Moscow, not a single 
argument used to validate the origin or the restoration of the Cze- 
choslovak Republic will be able to be used in the future, especially not 
in the case of federalization of Europe or Central Europe, The feder- 
ative principle excludes hegemony of one nation over another. 

In the case of Slovakia, then, what logical argument can there be 
against the Slovak nation having its own independent State? Is it 
logical and just to say that every nation, no matter how small, EX- 
CEPT THE SLOVAK NATION, has an inherent right to freedom and 
independence? What interest of the United States, England or France 
— or that of the Centro-European nations, who do not wish the exist- 
ence of the Czechoslovak Republic and already in 1939 recognized the 
right of the Slovaks to independence — could be served by such an ar- 
gument? What logical arguments can there be against the just de- 
mand of the Slovaks to be recognized legally as equal with other 
nations? 

In 1918 the Slovak nation was included in Czechoslovakia, by the 
great powers, because Dr. Edward Benes, T. G. Masaryk and Czech 
propaganda claimed that Slovaks were Czechs who spoke a dialect of 
the Czech language and, therefore, the principle of self-determination 
did not apply to them. When Andrew Hlinka wanted to expose this 
false claim, he was expelled from Paris at the request of Dr, Benes 
under the pretext that he was an agent of the Vatican and the Habs- 
burgs. And Dr, BeneS was successful with his “big lie” about the 
non-existence of the Slovak nation. The distinguished English 
historian, C. A. Macartney has this to say on the matter: 


“The story of the gradual adoption by the Allies of the theses of 
Masaryk and his group cannot and need not be retold here. By patient 
and indefatigable propaganda, they implanted their major postulates 
— the existence of a “Czechoslovak nation” and the desire of the 
Slovak branch of it to form a part of Czechoslovak State—so firm- 
ly in the minds of the Allies that they were never seriously questioned 
at the Peace Conference. The “Czecho-Slovak” Government had been 
recognized by all the principal Allied and Associated Powers even 
before the peace negotiations began — an act which implied that the 
Slovak question was in principle already settled — while when the 
moment arrived for settling all questions of detail, including the draft. 
ing of a frontier, it found the Czecho-Slovak Government firmly 
established as a negotiating party; indeed, in something like a pri- 
vileged position” — (HUNGARY AND HER SUCCESSORS, p. 98). 
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Can the arguments of Masaryk and Bene’ be applied today or in 
the future? The fabricator of that falsehood himself “had to” capitu- 
late and recognize the existence of the independent Slovak nation. 
In the end BeneS was opposed to only “the proclaiming and a mani- 
festational recognition of the Slovaks as a nation wholly sovereign,” 
because, according to him, “any kind of proclamation and manifesta- 
tional recognition of the Slovaks as a nation totally sovereign, not 
dependent on the Czechs, must lead first to the desire and then even to 
the realization of Slovak statehood itself? — (CVAHY O SLOVAN- 
STVI, p. 353). 

Bene& was not the only one who capitulated on that score. Other 
Czechs and many Slovak adherents of the thesis of a “unitary Cze- 
choslovak nation” — who made a good living out of it at the expense 
of the Slovak nation — also capitulated. Is it still possible to prevent 
the Slovak nation from passing from the desire to the “realization 
of their own Slovak statehood"? What arguments are there to pre- 
vent this? 


The argument that the Slovaks are not sufficiently mature to 
manage their own affairs certainly does not hold today. Even such a 
Czechophile as Dr. Milan HodZa admitted that “Slovakia has reached 
if not passed the Central European’s civilization level...Some po- 
litical writers in this country used to be rather skeptical about Slova- 
kia and her position and even about her political ability to live. Today 
it is evidently proved that these doubts were unfounded” — (FEDER- 
ATION IN CENTRAL EUROPE, Jarolds, London, 1942, p. 94). 

The English expert on Centro-European questions, C. A. Macartney, 
stated that in Slovakia there exists “a distinctive Slovak nationalism as 
a factor of the Danubian situation” — (PROBLEMS OF THE 
DANUBE BASIN, London, 1942, p. 122). 


And let us ask a further question: Will it be logically possible to 
use the argument that the Slovaks, whether in emigration or at home, 
would not fight for their independence on the side of the democracies? 


The Slovaks, who are dedicated to an independent Slovakia, are in 
this fight, which is being waged against communist aggression, for 
over a hundred years as a nation and their past is not sullied by col- 
laboration with communism. Could the western democracies, therefore, 
believe the propaganda of a few BeneS Slovaks (Czechoslovaks) — 
who collaborated with communism and helped it to power and then 
escaped abroad only when they could no longer hold government 
positions to enrich themselves — and disregard the will of the over- 
whelming majority of the Slovak nation and its representatives in 
emigration who stand for a separate, democratic Slovak State within 
the framework of a federated Europe or Central Europe? 

1For what reasons? 


By an objective analysis, we can come to only one conclusion: 
in a federated Europe or Central Europe, the Czechoslovak Republic 
has no reason to exist and can exist only by the grace of somé great 
power, just as it did up to 1938 by the grace of France and England, 
and just as it does today by the grace of the Soviet Union. But out- 
side the Soviet Union, there is no such great power which in the 
future would need a heterogenous Czechoslovak State founded on 
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violence and preventing the cooperation of the European nations. 
Central Europe will need peace and a harmonious cohabitation of 
nations to recover from the wounds inflicted by the war and the 
Russian occupation. 

Czechoslovakia has definitely shown — as up to 1988, so even 
after 1945 — that it cannot find a positive relationship toward its 
neighbors, that its existence evokes an atmosphere of distrust and 
revisionism and violates the natural order of the Central-European 
area, Therefore, there can be no place for the Czechoslovak State in 
that area. 
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MUSEUMS OF SLOVAKIA 


The three leading museums of Slovakia are in Bratislava, Tur- 
éiansky Sviéty Martin, and Kosice. The Agricultural Museum in Bra- 
tislava, seriously damaged by bombs in 1944, is devoted principally 
to geology, soil, the cultivation of plants, including fruit trees and 
vegetables, animal husbandry, forestry, and zoology. The museum 
in the capital of Slovakia has in its program to present as complete a 
picture as possible of the archaeology, of the creative arts, and of the 
Natural History of the land, with special emphasis on Western Slo- 
vakia. Its ethnographic collections are not as extensive as those at 
Turdiansky Svity Martin which was established in 1896 by local 
patriots and was maintained by them. 

In addition to the aforementioned unusually rich ethnographic ma- 
terial, the museum possesses a noteworthy collection of models of 
typical Slovak wooden buildings. Since the city was the principal 
headquarters of Slovak national and cultural activity, there is as- 
sembled here also invaluable source material concerning the literary 
progress of the land. 

The Eastern Slovakia Museum at Kodice possesses a valuable 
library of over thirty thousand volumes and interesting collections 
of archeological and Natural History objects. The paintings, which the 
museum had, were taken to Budapest in 1918. 

Local museums are organized territorially either as regional or 
city institutions. To the former group belong the museums at Tren- 
in, Nitra, Banskaé Stiavnica, Komarno, Bansk&é Bystrica, Rugomberok, 
Bardiov, Levotéa, and Rimavské Sobota. The leading city museums 
are at Bratislava and at Kremnica. 

Specialized museums are the Agricultural Museum at Bratislava, 
the Tatra Museums at Poprad and Vel’ké, and the Jewish Museum at 
PreSov. 


WHO SAID IT?: — “During my stay in the United States, I spoke 
with almost all the leaders of American democracy, and, as I expected. 
I found they all had a full understanding of our just cause. Dr. Bene’’s 
journey to Moscow and its historical significance is approved and re- 
cognized in America. Of course, there are a few reactionaries there 
who nurse their selfish interests with exaggerated fear ‘of Bolshevism. 
I did not even try to convince them.” -— (Jan Masaryk. London Broad- 
cast, February 16, 1944). 
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CASTLES OF SLOVAKIA 


A multitude of picturesque ruins of medieval castles is one of 
the special attractions of Slovakia. They bear witness of the centu- 
ries during which Slovakia was a frontier bulwark of Western 
European civilization against the continuous encroachment of the 
rapacious Turks. Life was full of romance and of danger. 

Wooden forts preceeded the mighty stone edifices of the thirteenth 
and fourteenth centuries. The disastrous Mongol incursion of 1241 
proved the inefficacy of the wooden structures and there followed a 
period of intensive building of castles with stone. This building ac- 
tivity continued well into the seventeeth century and ended with the 
foundation of Leopoldov in 1665 by Emperor Leopold I. It was closely 
modeled after Palma Nuova in Northern Italy. 


By the beginning of the eighteenth century, the medieval castles 
no longer fulfilled the demands of military technique and as the 
danger of further Turkish invasions ceased, their owners abandoned 
them to live in more comfortable quarters. Palaces replaced castles. 
A few of the old castles were refashioned and to this day remain 
habitable. One of the largest and most interesting of the latter is at 
Bojnice which has no less than 218 halls and rooms, is encircled by 
wide moats, and has several massive and lofty towers. 


As to the number and the picturesqueness of ruins, the Vah 
river compares favorably to the Rhine. The setting is possibly even 
more romantic and certainly more primitive. Many of the ruins are 
flanked by dense forests. There are some thirty of them, built mostly 
upon steep crags overlooking the river. In the Middle Ages they were 
quite impregnable. Standing aloof from human habitations of today, 
their very isolation transports the visitor in spirit to bygone centuries 
of armored knights and robber barons. In those years royal authority 
was rather difficult to enforce. The owner was truly lord over the 
land which his eye could survey. 


The mightiest and the most accessible of the citadels on the 
Vah is at Trenéin. Between the years 1301—1321 it was the residence 
of the famous Matthew Cak, “lord of the Vaéh and of the Tatras,” who 
possessed more than thirty castles in different parts of the land. King 
Charles Robert of Hungary besieged him in vain. The only time the 
stronghold fell before an enemy was in 1528 after a month’s arduous 
siege. The large stone cannon balls from this siege are still visible 
in the walls of the ruined castle. In 1663 the Turks, and in 1704 Fran- 
cis Rakoczy II tried to capture it, but failed. Fire in 1790 reduced it 
to ruins, 

The most extensive ruin in Slovakia is Spidsk¥ Hrad, situated in 
the Spis region. Built of white limestone, it glistens six hundred feet 
above the surrounding landscape. It is huge, having no less than 
five large courtyards and 135 halls and rooms. The lookout tower has 
four stories. The walls are ten feet thick and reach an altitude of 
seventy feet. It is also one of the oldest castles in Slovakia, being 
mentioned already in the year 1120. It was abandoned in 1710 and 
was turned into ruins by fire in 1780. 
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The most memorable of the ruins of Slovakia is magnificent De- 
vin, situated not far from Bratislava, some five miles towards Vienna. 
Devin is unique, It is unlike anything else to be seen in Europe. A 
romantic complex of ruins loom some 240 feet above the confluence 
of the Danube and Morava rivers, right on the frontier between Slo- 
vakia and Austria. Here end the Carpathians, and across the Danube 
commence the Alps. 

The view from Devin is exquisitely beautiful. Regardless of sea- 
son and weather it rewards the visitor with a vista which is inspiring 
and penetrates his soul. Towards sunrise you behold the majestic 
Danube flowing swiftly towards the Black Sea. Along its left bank 
are hills adorned with deciduous forests, and on the slopes, exposed 
to the Southern sun, are vineyards, small and quiltlike, as are the 
fields on the more level opposite side of the stream. Also there are 
forests, restful to gaze upon. They ascend hills, outposts of the Alps. 

Right beneath the ruins lies the town of Devin, exotic and ap- 
pealing, where life is placid, more like the gently flowing Morava 
than like the more energetic Danube. Towards sunset you see the 
fertile plains of Austria, park-like scenery with villages and an occa- 
sional manor set in woods and fields. You see the Danube approaching, 
undulating, and forming many wooded islets. Across the Danube to the 
South you behold the Austrian town of Hainburg nestled beneath 
the ruins of the historic fortress of Altenburg, the Carnuntum of the 
Romans, headquarters of one of their legions. Finally, on the horizon 
to the Southwest, the real Alps meet your avid gaze. Looking about 
upon the wonderful panorama, you forget the woes and worries of 
everyday life and for the moment become a poet to whom the world 
is a paradise. 

You are treading upon prehistoric as well as on historic ground. 
Man was here long before the commencement of the Christian era. 
Bits of pottery from the Hallstatt period and remains of abodes from 
the second La Tene period have been unearthed by archaeologists 
who have been carrying on extensive excavations since 1923. The 
future is likely to further extend the past. 


During the first two centuries of our era Devin served as an out- 
post of the Roman Empire against the turbulent Marcomanni and 
Quadi, Germanic tribes living north of the Danube. It was fortified by 
the fourteenth legion. With the advent of the Slovaks about the sixth 
century, the place received its present appellation, named probably 
after the national godess, Deva. It became a refuge from the ruth- 
less Uralo-Altaic Avars who held to the plains and to the swamps. 
As the Slovaks became united and powerful, it became one of their 
principal centers. It was here that King Louis the German besieged 
Rastislav, ruler of the so-called Great Moravian realm, without avail in 
864. 

Great Moravia fell to pieces in 906 before the savage onrush of 
the Magyar horsemen. Devin, however, remained in the hands of the 
Slovaks well into the eleventh century. In 1683 it successfully with- 
stood a siege by the Turks. The destruction of the castle was due to 
Napoleon who, in 1809, ordered it to be razed. 


What a history Devin has had! For untold centuries it was 
strategically the most vital point of Central Europe. In its immediate 
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vicinity were fought the battles which determined the fate of the 
heart of the continent. 

Despite the fact that on the once mighty stone castle only two 
medieval towers and a few walls have been preserved, the ruins, 
nevertheless, present a majestic appearance. That which remains is 
stately and imposing. The site of Devin is truly immense. Its expanse 
is large enough for a dozen ordinary castles or fortresses. That, as 
well as its incomparable location, gives it majesty. The places where 
there were once lofty walls and wide moats can still be clearly dis- 
tinguished. 

But three hours are required for a visit to Devin from Bra- 
tislava. The journey can be made most pleasantly by boat. And you 
will consider these three hours among the most worthwhile you have 
spent on the European continent — after Slovakia is liberated from 
the agents of Moscow, that is. 


SLOVAK COSTUMES AND CUSTOMS 


No other land of Central Europe is able to display as many un- 
spoiled popular and distinctive costumes as Slovakia, They are due 
to the pure feelings of the people. 

The simple sense for color and ornamentation, which can only 
spring from the soul of the people if it is to be of value and is to be 
a true echo of their inner manifestations, expresses itself in the 
costumes and customs spontaneously and characteristically, as can 
be the case only in a land which has been spared from too much 
culture and whose inhabitants lived tranquilly in remote mountains 
and valleys. 

The various religious festivals, such as Easter, Ascension, Corpus 
Christi, and the celebration of the days of the local patron saints, 
cause the people to display the best and the most beautiful in- 
herited costumes. In many places, such as Gitmany and Revica, 
a simple folk architecture of the abodes provides a picturesque and 
appropriate setting for such vivid scenes. The treasures of popular 
art, exhibited at the Museum in Bratislava in systematic arrange- 
ment, still live. In the proximity of Bratislava, many places — espe- 
cially Vajnory, Chorvatsky Grob, Schwannsbach, Gataj, Nemecky 
Grob — have preserved much from pristine times. Also there is op- 
portunity at St. Jur to watch the life of the people in its pristine 
fashion, In the Tren@in region ancient customs are maintained in 
many villages, including Dubnica near the famous spa Trenéianske 
Teplice. In the Tatra region the old costumes may be observed at 
Vazec, Strba, and Stola, and farther East at Zdiar, Podolinec and 
elsewhere. 


The mountain pasture season ends with the ancient custom 
of consecrating cheese. Shepherds and herdsmen thus express their 
thanks for a successful season. In November and December the un- 
married girls meet in the evenings at some farmhouse for joint spin- 
ning and weaving by hand. The weekly and annual markets, the pil- 
grimages, and the local festivals afford excellent opportunities for 
observing the life of the Slovak people. 
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THE WHITE LEGION OF SLOVAKIA 
BY: ANONYMOUS 


There is a strong, anticommunist resistance in Slovakia, the 
eastern portion of the ill-fated Czecho-Slovakia. The movement is 
spearheaded by the WHITE LEGION (BIELA LEGIA) which has been 
mentioned in the American press from time to time, Little is knowu 
about its composition and its leaders, but there is no doubt about the 
fact that the White Legion is very effective in its work of opposing 
the Red stooges of the Kremlin and preparing Slovakia for the day of 
liberation from the plague of communism. I know because I am di- 
rectly connected with it. 

The White Legion has been carefully organized and has existed 
for some time. It is feared by the Red regime of Prague, and its 
members are the most hunted men in Slovakia. Gottwald — Stalin's 
man “Friday” in Czecho-Slovakia — and ‘his red stooges in Slovakia 
know that the White Legion has quite a following, because it seems 
to know everylthing that is happening or even going to happen iu 
Slovakia and her neighbors. That is why purges are frequent in Slo- 
vakia and prisons and concentration camps filled to capacity. But 
the work of the White Legion goes on. 

The White Legion broadcasts from its hiding place every Satur- 
day and Sunday. To get a true picture of the effects of its broadcasts, 
especially in Slovakia, one would have to visit some communist family 
during one of these broadcasts and observe its reactions. The faces of 
the listeners grow tense and pale and seem to ask the question: 
“Do they also know about me? Will they reveal something about mo, 
too?” 

About the middle of last December, the White Legion broadcast 
pointed out that Cpl. Francis Gasparik of Zilina was a communist, a 
dangerous individual and informer, and exhorted its listeners to be 
on guard. Up to that time Gasparik was quite cocky and imperious, 
but after the broadcast became sullen and downcast; he was com- 
pletely broken. Gasparik remained home for a week, feigning illness, 
and then asked to be transferred from Zilina. The White Legion was 
informed by one of Gasparik’s “friends” that he had revealed re- 
signedly: “Now I know I’m a goner!” 

The White Legion has proved to the communists that their par- 
tisan apparatus is not as perfect as they thought it to be and that 
their activities are not as secret as they had wished them to be. 
The White Legion poses a serious problem to the Communist Party, 
because it knows of the disastrous effects it has on its members. 
The Reds, of course, have raised a hue and a cry to security officials 
to liquidate the White Legion. Red officials and members ask quizic- 
ally why the White Legion has not as yet been uncovered and li- 
quidated? Security officials always have the same answer: we are on 
the trail of the traitors and hope to make arrests soon. But the under- 
ground work of the White Legion goes on. 

Last December several leading communists of PreSov were’ ar- 
rested. This was the beginning of the purge in connection with the 
so-called Clementis “deviationist” affair. It so happened that the 
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White Legion radio became silent about the same time and re- 
mained silent for a month. Was Clementis secretly associated with 
the White Legion? Of course not, and the communists knew he was 
not, but they had to make hay. The people of Slovakia were tense 
and curious; they gathered secretly about their receivers and lis- 
tened for some sign of the White Legion broadcasts. But the voice 
of the White Legion remained silent. Communist commissars were ex- 
tremely nervous. As the days passed, the communists regained a 
measure of composure and told the Slovaks that the White Legion 
had been liquidated. Preparations were in order to celebrate the ap- 
prehension and liquidation of the “traitors” in all the larger towns. 


Then, on the second Sunday of February, 1951, like a bolt out of 
the clear, blue sky, the White Legion again began beaming its broad- 
casts, “The White Legion is broadcasting again and you can hear it 
better than ever” spread excitedly from person to person throughout 
Slovakia. The stooges of Gottwald and Stalin had to postpone their 
festivities: the White Legion was still much alive! 


The inmates of the concentration camp at Novaky got the news 
of the White Legion broadcast that very Sunday evening and patri- 
otic Slovak songs were sung deep into the night. All thanked God 
that the White Legion leaders were not captured as they had al 
ready feared they had been. 


The General Secretariate of the Communist Party in Slovakia 
meets frequently in the strictest secrecy. One of the main themes 
discussed is the White Legion. With rare sincerity the communists 
themselves have admitted that the influence of the White Legion and 
its broadcasts is much greater than they had supposed it to be, Be- 
cause of it, the reliability of the security organs in Slovakia is con- 
stantly questioned and shake-ups are frequent. It seems that even the 
leading ‘Reds do not know who is trustworthy; everybody seems to be 
suspicious of everybody else and his brother. 


Directives given by the White Legion are simple and clear. The 
people of Slovakia have been thoroughly instructed by the Legion 
broadcasts how to protect themselves against snares of the hated 
Secret Police. The Slovaks know the methods used by the Red secret 
agents; they know how to act, what to do and what to say in any par- 
ticular case involving the security police. They are patiently biding 
their time and avoiding as much open hostility as possible to prevent 
useless shedding of blood, but they vow that “our time shall come!” 


The influence of the White Legion is tremendously significant. 
Its services have saved hundreds of Slovaks from incarceration and 
persecution. The White Legion fights against Red tyranny without 
itself resorting to terror. The ranks of active anti-communists in Slo- 
vakia are increasing steadily and the Reds there are displaying a 
greater anxiety about their future in the land of Sts. Cyril and Me- 
thodius, the Slovak Apostles. The methods employed by the White Le- 
gion have been quite successful. The White Legion is teaching the 
people of Slovakia to help and protect themselves and thus to defend 
human rights against communistic terror of the regime. In Slovakia 
it has been definitely shown that the population, if counseled properly, 
is capable of resisting its oppressors even for a longer time. 
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Credit must also be given the White Legion that the border guards 
are not performing their duties very conscientiously. This allows a 
greater percentage of escapees to make its way to the free West. Of 
course, the communists are aware of this and, consquently, frontier 
guards are changed more frequently and checked more closely. But 
Slovaks, especially many of those tagged by the communists, still make 
their way to the West. 

Naturally the White Legion is “taboo” in Slovakia, Its name must 
not be mentioned in public under penalty of imprisonment or worse, To 
minimize the effectiveness of the White Legion, newspapers and 
radio broadcasts — all government controlled — are forbidden to 
mention the name of the White Legion or its activities. One of the 
chief occupations of the Secret Police in Czecho-Slovakia is to track 
down the White Legion. Great efforts have been expended to trace 
its transmitter, but to no avail. Slovakia is replete with legends about 
the movements of the White Legion in the mountains of Slovakia, 
Secret Police following these leads have been known to disappear 
without a trace. As far as the Red bosses of Slovakia are concerned, 
the White Legion is no longer a nuisance, but a real menace to the 
security of the Red regime, which they term the “State.” 

‘The view prevails even in high communist circles that army of- 
ficials and security agents are in some way connected with the White 
Legion, otherwise — it is asked — how would it be possible for the 
White Legion to carry on its “subversive” activities for such a 
long time without being uncovered? From time to time the White 
Legion transmitter becomes silent. That, too, is quite understandable. 
It would be folly to carry on when danger threatens or when condi- 
tions are not just right for the Legion’s functions. 


The Reds in Slovakia have jammed White Legion broadcasts. At 
first their jamming was not strong enough to cause too much diffi- 
culty, but since March of this year they have been more successful 
in preventing the White Legion broadcasts from being heard clearly. 
The White Legion has counteracted this measure by changing the 
wave-length of its broadcasts frequently; before the Reds can change 
over to the proper wave-length, the White Legion is usually through 
with its most important reports and directives. I have been informed 
that the White Legion is now counteracting the Red jamming pro- 
cess by more effective means. We must remember that the Reds in 
Slovakia have the modern apparatus of the State at their disposal, 
while the White Legion has only what it can get hold of on the black 
market. The duel between the broadcasts of the White Legion and the 
Red regime of Czecho-Slovakia is quite interesting. I listened to the 
White Legion’s broadcasts recently and can honestly say that the 
White Legion is winning its battle against the Red jammers of Prague 
and Bratislava. 

The White Legion is in existence for almost two years and has 
grown dear to the hearts of the Slovaks, who pray and hope for a 
hastened liberation day. The White Legion has become a symbol of 
hope and courage to the Slovak people. The White Legion keeps on 
telling the people of Slovakia that the Reds and their stooges can be, 
must be, and will be driven out of their land, if they are on the alert 
and follow the directives of the Legion broadcasts. The White Le- 
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gion has returned self-confidence to the people; they feel that Red op- 
pression cannot last long and are determined to be ready for the great 
drive on the Red tyrants when the opportune time presents itself. 

The White Legion has taken hold of old and young alike and has 
influenced communists as well as non-communists. In the latter it 
strengthens the faith that their enslavement by the Reds shall not 
last long, while the former it divests of courage and undermines their 
faith in their own strength and their belief in victory. The White 
Legion has accomplished this revolution in the thinking of the 
Slovaks in a smooth, peaceful way. To help those who are in im- 
mediate danger is considered the first civic duty of all members of the 
White Legion. 

The White Legion urges the Slovaks to persevere in their resist- 
ance to godless communism, to unite in the fight against communism 
and in the defense of human rights and freedom. The programs of the 
White Legion are not chauvinistic; they fully realize they are not 
the only people who were forced behind the Iron Curtain after the war. 
It's a fight between the sons of evil and the sons of good, a fight 
between the forces of light and the forces of darkness. The broad- 
casts of the White Legion do not mince words; opinions are stated 
directly and without fear about the most burning questions of the 
times. 

Shortly after its inauguration in April 1950, the White Legion 
transmitter reacted enthusiastically to President Truman’s launched 
“truth offensive.” At that time it said that it identifies itself utterly 
with the arguments advanced by Truman and that it shall do every- 
thing within its power to contribute to the success of that offensive. 
Since that time much has been said and written by many important 
persons of the world, but I can say without fear of contradiction that 
very few people and organizations with almost unlimited resources have 
actually contributed as much to that campaign of truth as has the 
White Legion of Slovakia with its very limited resources. 


Slovaks can be rightfully proud of the fact that the White Le- 
sion originated in Slovakia. But this did not happen by accident. The 
White Legion resulted from the century-old fight of the Slovak 
people against communism. It is a living testimony of true Slovak 
mentality — a mentality to which violence is alien. It is a system 
that has been brought into being by violence, but does riot exist by 
violence. Persecuted by terror and ruthless tyranny, it efffectively 
fights tyrants and terrorists without vengeance and aggressive 
violence. 


Today, the movement of the White Legion is no longer limited 
to the territory of Slovakia; it already has a foothold in Bohemia and 
Moravia, Poland and Hungary. Probably we shall not have to wait 
too long before the radio transmitters of the White Legion corps of 
these nations begin haunting their respective little Red dictators and 
stooges of the Kremlin. 

The White Legion of Slovakia has a great and serious mission: 
to liberate the Slovak nation from Red domination and to fight in the 
defense of. natural human rights. The White Legion has proved itself. 
It deserves all the moral and material help the western democracies 
can give it.... BUT N O-W! 
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CZECH DOUBLE-DEALING 
PRINCE ADOLF ZU SCHWARZENBERG 


(This is a reprint of the article published in the July, 1949, issue 
[Vol. 111, No. 1, pp. 20-22] of the “New English Review Magazine.” 
The author heads one of the oldest families in Bohemia and his family 
played an important role in Bohemia’s national life. The Prince is 
unquestionably qualified to speak about the intrigues of Masaryk and 
BeneS and their undemocratic and un-Christian policies, This exposé 
of Czech hypocrisy should be read by all Americans. — Ed.) 


During and after the First World War the main feature in Bohe- 
mia's policy was a tendency to back both sides at the same time, more 
particularly during the continuation of hostilities. Bohemia was until 
1918 a part of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy, in which it formed a 
Provinee under Habsburg rule and at the same time a Kingdom, 
though enjoying a very limited autonomy; if indeed this was autono- 
my at all, for it was by no means self-government. 

On the whole, the Czechs, who are and always have been the ma- 
jority of the inhabitants of Bohemia and Moravia, displayed, even 
during the First World War, in domestic affairs a fairly loyal atti- 
tude towards the Government in Vienna, though there were some sig- 
nificant exceptions. For example, the 28th Regiment of Infantry was 
considered as somewhat unreliable, and occasionally there were deser- 
tions to the enemy, which were more frequent than in the other 
Czech regiments, yet at home the Czechs stressed their absolute 
loyalty to the Habsburg regime and “collaborated“ willingly, more 
particularly where their pockets were affected. Nevertheless, while 
they acted in this way within the black and yellow frontier posts of 
the Habsburg Monarchy, they had very able agents outside beyond 
the enemy lines. In particular, there were T. G. Masaryk, who acted 
as prospective President of a future Czechoslovakian Republic, Edward 
Bene’, and many others, who escaped beyond the frontiers and settled 
down abroad where, with the help of the future victors, they set up 
a free autonomous provisional government that was to come into ex- 
istence after the defeat of the Central Powers. 


What, however, would have happened if the Central Powers had 
emerged as victors? The answer is more than simple: Masaryk and 
Co. would have disappeared into oblivion, and the Czechs, who had 
stayed at home and had so marvelously played the réle of loyal sub- 
jects, would have proclaimed incessantly how faithful they had always 
been to the Habsburgs and to the Monarchy, having lost thousands, 
or tens of thousands, of their best sons for the “Just Cause,” and 
how enormous their contributions to victory had been. Nevertheless, 
luck was not on the side of the Cental Powers. In consequence, from 
October 1918, onwards, the Czechs within the Monarchy had to change 
quickly to other tactics, transforming themselves like chameleons, and 
they were forced to appear as innocent victims who had been perse- 
cuted by the brutal Habsburg regime. The same people who fran- 
tically roared “Hurrah” to greet the Emperor were now not ashamed 
to utter calumnious words against him. “Hallelujah” and “Crucify 
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Him” are so close to each other, but it would appear that “Crucify 
Him” is much easier to shout. 

It must be admitted that the Czechs played this new réle with 
marvelous skill and admirable flexibility. For Masaryk and his col- 
leagues it was now easy enough to create a Czechoslovakian Republic, 
but to the very end Masaryk played a double game. When he was 
dealing with France and the United States he produced a plan for a 
Republic in Czechoslovakia, but for Russia he put forward a Czech 
kingdom, leaving open the question whether a Romanoff or somebody 
else should wear the crown of St. Wenceslaus, for so long as the Tsar 
reigned in Russia the word republic did not sound good. Incidentally, 
Masaryk had promised tthe Slovaks autonomy as well as many other 
acceptable privileges, but these never materialized and serious diffi- 
culties later arose owing to this. Thus, even when the Czechs were 
fighting for indedenpence their double-dealing was proved. 

This particular characteristic has been up to the present yielded 
good results when it was a question of dealing with the credulcus. 
The situation is the same now, and it will always remain the same, 
so long as the victors in a war in which Czechoslovakia is involved 
do not investigate thoroughly the kind of people with whom they are 
dealing. 

It is an old and very cheap trick to play in with both sides in 
such great conflicts as the two World Wars, more particularly when 
the outcome is not at all clear, at least to the people most concerned. 
In the Second World War the situation was much the same, and 
there was a distinct analogy with what happened in its predecessor. 


From 1939 until 1945 Hacha functioned as President, first for the 
mutilated second Czechoslovak Republic and then during the Nazi 
occupation of the “Protectorate,” therefore displaying a friendly at- 
titude, however involuntarily, towards the Hitler regime. At the same 
time Benes and his associates set up in London a government with 
more or less open leanings to the left, If Hitler had won the war 
Hacha would have become the great man of the day. However, Hitler 
was defeated, and Hacha, who had done his best to save his country 
from the horrors of war, and had played this part not unsuccessfully, 
died in prison as an old and broken man, practically forgotten, while 
BeneS emerged as the great man of the future and as President of 
a reborn Czechoslovak Republic. Nevertheless, Bene’ did not long 
enjoy his exalted position, for in February 1948 the Communists, al- 
though a minority, seized power, after which Benes disappeared and 
Gottwald became President. 


Even in normal times ithe double game of Czech policy can be 
seen quite clearly. As long as Czechoslovakia adopted the rdle of 
dependence on the West, Bene’ was at the helm and from 1945 on- 
ward prepared the delivery of his country to the Communists. All the 
ministers in his Cabinet (there were about two dozen of them) worked 
with their idolized President, and in a most masterly fashion steered 
their country into Communism, always hoping for a good job as a re- 
ward for their laudable work in the Bolshevist interest. Unfortunately 
for them, however, things took a different turn, for although Benes 
put up a token-resistance for a few days against \the overthrow of 
democracy just to show a good face to the civilized world in the 
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West, it was a comparatively easy task to help Communist Gottwald 
into the Red saddle, thereby preventing a “civil war.” From that fatal 
day in February 1948 it could no longer be doubted that Czechoslova- 
kia was a Communist country, leaning away from democracy and 
civilization, and progressing at full speed towards Red totalitarianism, 
which by now was firmly secure as “a people’s democracy” by force 
and terror. 

When the government, with its outward appearance of democracy, 
fell, Bene’ and the members of his Cabinet had clearly accomplished 
their task as laid down by the Kremlin, and from then on they were 
no longer useful. Realizing this they immediately “backed the other 
horse,” each in his own way. Bene’ resigned, and Gottwald replaced 
him without any difficulty. All went smoothly, and Bene’ did even 
more for Communism: he died. Some of the former ministers tried to 
escape across the frontier, but were arrested; some, however, did 
reach the American zone in Bavaria, where they started to play the 
part of heroes and of defenders of democracy who had been forced to 
fly from the persecutions of the Communists. Needless to say they 
behaved as if they had always been ardent anti-Communists, here as 
in reality they helped Communism wherever they could so long as 
they were in office, and willingly or unwillingly prepared the over- 
throw of their own regime. This they could have prevented with the 
help of ‘the army, which had remained loyal, and with a little courage, 
but courage is an unknown quality with the majority of the Czech 
nation. In the West, however, little is known about these “heroes,” 
or the role which they are playing in their endeavor to cover up their 
more than doubtful past. 


At this point, it may be useful to draw a parallel with Nazi Ger- 
many. Any German one meets today will be sure to say that he has 
always been opposed to the Nazis, and will describe how much he has 
suffered at their hands, no matter whether he was in reality a Nazi 
or not. Probably Hitler himself would say the same thing if he were 
still alive. It is the same in Italy where every Italian hag been a par- 
tisan and fought against Mussolini, even if he were in reality a Fas- 
cist. The same is the case with the Czechs in exile. Take their word 
for what it is worth, but never believe them at first sight. It is well 
known that many Czechs had a very fine time under the Nazi occu- 
pation; they collaborated willingly and made a lot of money. The rare 
exceptions only served to prove the rule. During the Presidency of 
Benes’ they were more than ready to collaborate with Moscow, but 
when this became impossible they gathered in London, whence they 
have now moved to Washington, trying to set up a government in 
exile and hoping te be at the helm when adversity overtakes Com- 
munism. It is a game that has been played time and again, and the 
names of these emigres with a doubtful past make no difference; 
what makes a difference is whether or not they are reliable. 


In attempting to answer this question it can be safely stated that 
those who worked with and for Bene’ until February 1948, when Cze 
choslovakia’s future became linked with Communism, are a priori un- 
reliable, whereas those who were persecuted by Benes and his system 
and broke with it before Febuary 1948 are mostly reliable men who 
should be supported. It would be a great mistake to trust emigres 
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who are not reliable, and it is surely our duty to learn from the mis- 
takes in this respect which have been made in the past. It must also 
be remembered that the. Communists, who are always much more 
active and quicker than their democratic opponents in the West, have 
innumerable agents of their own among Czech emigres. Western de- 
mocracy should be warned in time before it is too late. 
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A NOTE ON TISO, HORTHY AND BENES 
E. L. DELANEY 


Admiral Horthy, Regent of Hungary, alleged collaborator with 
Germany and castigated as a “Fascist” by our Reds and “pinks,” 
was given sanctuary by our Military Government in Bavaria after 
the end of hostilities, and rightly so. Had he been returned to Buda- 
pest, he would have been executed by the Communist rabble. 

But President Josef Tiso in the adjoining state of Slovakia, even 
less a collaborator with Germany than Horthy but who was an im- 
placable foe of Communism, also fled into Bavaria and what he 
thought was the sanctuary of the Americans. He was imprisoned, 
mistreated, manhandled and then delivered to the Reds by our Mili- 
tary Government to be hanged by them in Bratislava. 

During the war, President Tiso had delegated members of his 
own official family to provide the best care and hospitalization if 
necessary for the American and British flyers who were shot down 
or who made forced landings in his country. 

Other Americans were given sanctuary there, this writer being one 
who knew Dr. Josef Tiso personally and who received such sanctuary. 
It was alleged by the mouthpieces of Moscow that Tiso was guilty 
of treasonable actions when, for the first time in nine hundred years, 
he and his co-workers gained independence and “a better life” for the 
Slovak people. “Self-determination” was what they had been told was 
their right, and now they were being told it was their wrong. Wrong 
because, long before the beginning of the war, their president had ac- 
cepted the protection of Berlin against outside aggression. The ag- 
gression of the Soviet. That was his sin. 

But note the utter inconsistency and the convincing proof of col- 
lusion and connivance with the Communist clique on the part of our 
executives and officials. 

Dr. Eduard Benes journeyed to Moscow with the approval and 
the aid of Franklin D. Roosevelt and there signed with Josef Stalin 
the death warrant of the Czech and Slovak peoples. He represented 
neither Czechs nor Slovaks at that time, although he had been pre- 
sident of their country and resigned six years previously. He came 
to Prague with the blessing of Washington and the dignity of an am- 
bassador from here. The betrayal of the entire country of Czecho- 
slovakia by Benes, Churchill and Roosevelt, far out-Herod’s anything 
Josef Tiso did to gain independence “and a better life” for his 
people during the six years of their Republic. More contemptible 
duplicity on the part of any statesman could scarcely be imagined. 
~~ (REPUBLICANISM versus STATISM, ECA Press, 1950, Los 
Angeles, Calif.) 
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RADIO FREE EUROPE 
BY A SLOVAK EXILE 


“Radio Free Europe” is functioning in Munich since May 1, 1951. 
The enterprise in itself is proof of what Americans are capable of do- 
ing and the gigantic financial sacrifices they are willing to make to 
show the enslaved nations behind the Iron Curtain that they are not 
forsaken and that the western world is not forgetting about them. 
Indeed, this is admirable of the American people who have contributed 
so generously to make the project possible. It is a big thing, indeed, 
if we follow the present psychological fight against communism and if 
we regard things objectively from a broader world viewpoint. Radio 
Free Europe affords the latest proof of the gratitude earned by 
Americans for resisting communism so valiantly, nay, for taking over 
the offensive to defeat militarily and politically the communist 
effort and the endless chain of Red lies. Without this remarkable re- 
sistance of the United States, communism would have the doors open 
to the whole world. 

Of course, the question of whether Radio Free Europe (RFE) is 
using proper methods to fight communism, whether these methods 
suffice for political reality or whether they comply to the men- 
tality of the nations to which RFE turns with its broadcasts, can be 
seriously questioned. We must say frankly that Americans still do 
not fully understand the complexity of the various, special political 
and national problems existing in Europe. But for this we cannot 
blame them alone, but all the more can we blame their European 
advisors, who frequently give them a “painted” picture of the situation. 

If RFE is to perform and fulfill its mission in the countries be- 
hind the Iron Curtain, it must above all else respect certain natural 
realities; its broadcasts must respect the political mentality of the 
individual nations. The broadcasts must not hurt their feelings, but 
must try to gain as wide a circle of listeners as possible and influ- 
ence them. Then and only then shall RFE fulfill its mission and only 
then American dollars shall not be thrown away uselessly. 

Today RFE beams its broadcasts to Czechoslovakia eleven and one- 
half hours daily. And even though two nations — the Czechs and the 
Slovaks — live in Czechoslovakia, despite the fact that this reality is 
stressed even in the new Czechoslovak Constitution, even though this 
actuality has been acknowledged by the representatives of the so- 
called “Czechoslovak resistance” who today are in the USA and in 
other western countries, nevertheless RFE does not respect these po- 
litical realities, or at least it does not do so consistently. 

At home the Czechs have their own Czech broadcasting stations 
and the Slovaks, too, have their own. That means that the Czechs are 
accustomed to listening to their Czech broadcasts, while the Slovaks 
listen to their Slovak stations. These realities are respected also 
by state broadcasts, such as the British Broadcasting Corporation, the 
Ttalian State Broadcast, the Vatican, Moscow, etc. Only American 
broadcasting stations — and the VOICE OF AMERICA and RADIO 
FREE EUROPE especially — still insist on a joint Slovak and Czech 
broadcast. 
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The Slovaks at home and in exile are at a loss to understand why. 
This certainly does not enhance the mission of the Voice of America 
or that of Radio Free Europe. In fact it degrades the idea of democ- 
racy in the eyes of the Slovaks and does not attain the desired and ne- 
cessary effect. The Czechs are not and do not want to be Slovaks, 
and the Slovaks are not and do not want to be Czechs. The Czec! 
and Slovaks have been fully aware of this fact for decades, but offi- 
cial Washington still is not. Why? 

The valiant resistance of the Slovak nation against communist 
terror, the hundreds of dead Slovak patriots, the thousands upon thous- 
ands of imprisoned Slovaks and the love of the Slovak people for the 
United States of America rightfully deserve that the Slovaks have their 
own independent division in the American broadcasting systems—espe- 
cially in the Voice of America and Radio Free Europe. This demand 
does not emanate from any anti-Czech prejudice, but from purely prac- 
tical needs with an eye to the objective that the broadcasts to Slovakia 
might fulfill their mission. 


According to reports of the latest escapees from Slovakia and the 
opinion of Slovak exiles in western Europe, the RFE broadcasts are 
alien to the soul of the Slovak individual, because the Slovak programs 
are there only for show purposes; Slovak voices only assist in CZECH 
broadcasts. Furthermore, these broadcasts do not even have regard for 
the Christian tradition of the Slovak nation and do not have people 
who enjoy its confidence addressing it. 

At present the Czechoslovak broadcasts of Ratio Free Europe 
have been entrusted to representatives of Benes’s political conceptions, 
to Messrs. Zenki and Ripka, leaders of .the Czech National Socialists. 
To make it appear that Slovaks, too, have a part in it, Zenkl and Ripka 
selected a few Slovak political unknowns and recommended them to 
RFE as “representatives of the Slovak nation.” These enemies of 
Slovak freedom and independence, all traitors to the Slovak cause, who 
for a price propagate the discredited anti-Slovak and undemocratic 
policies of Benes, are not and cannot be acceptable to the Slovaks at 
home or in exile. Why should exiled Czechs be allowed to select the 
Slovaks to be employed by Radio Free Europe, the instrument of the 
National Committee for Free Europe, which is supposed to be an 
American institution? 


The procedure is undemocratic and immoral and we must protest 
against it. We want to be of service to the cause of freedom and the 
truth and that is why we feel it our moral and political duty to bring 
these matters before responsible American circles that are incor- 
rectly informed by “Czechoslovak” politicians, who prepared the pres- 
ent tragedy for the Slovak and Czech nations by their capitulationary 
and proSoviet policy. 


As far as Slovakia is concerned, we must once again stress the 
fact that the Czechoslovak political conception is not popular among 
the Slovak people and, therefore, no idea presented in the name of this 
conception can catch the minds of the Slovaks. Even RFE cannot fight 
psychologically against communism in Slovakia in the name of this con- 
ception. The name of Masaryk, popular among Czechs, is not popular 
at all in Slovakia and it cannot arouse the Slovaks to fight against 


SLOVAKIA 41 
Ss 


communism. Benes, whose name is frequently mentioned in the RFE 
programs by his adherents, is damned and condemned both in Bohe- 
mia and in Slovakia. 

The fact remains that in Slovakia it is Christianity and Christian 
tradition which gives strength to the nation for its self-conscious 
resistance to communist terror. Communism is not only politically, 
but also ideologically dangerous and, therefore, the foundation for the 
psychological fight against communism must be Christianity and de- 
mocracy. But the programs of RFE must expressively also emphasize 
this outline and not, as heretofore, at times allow an anti-religious, anti- 
Christian, or even an evidently anti-Catholic tendency to be smuggled 
into its broadcasts. Among believing people this produces a pitiful 
bitterness and antipathy. 

So that ‘RFE could maintain a spirit of anti-communist resistance 
even in Slovakia, so that it could educate democratically and preach 
and teach democracy to our oppressed nation cut off by the Iron Cur- 
tain from the West, so that it could objectively and without pre- 
judice inform the Slovaks about what is happening in the world and 
generally with the ideological currents in the free world, it is very 
necessary that this be done in independent Slovak broadcasts. It is 
also necessary that as many Slovak representatives of Slovak resist- 
ance in exile as possible speak to the Slovak people so that RFE 
could influence the widest circle of listeners. 

It is not healthy to exclude from the possibility of cooperation 
in this broadcast, which nota bene carries the name “The Broadcast 
of Free Europe,” all Slovak patriots just because their political con- 
victions are not in accord with specific political cliques. 


As the situation in RFE obtains today, this enterprise has become 
the supply institution of the rising generation of Czech socialists, many 
of whom even today are the defenders of Marxist socialism and who up 
to 1948, nay even after 1948, collaborated with the communist Prague 
regime. 

It is a fact that the Slovaks today are like a “cinderella” in the 
RFE, something unwanted, something to be scorned. Only about 20 
Slovaks are employed for 140 Czechs; and in subordinate positions. No 
Slovak is employed in the management of the enterprise. Czech direc- 
tors decide about the Slovaks to be employed, and the Slovak programs 
also are controlled by Czechs, who are not acquainted with Slovak prob 
lems, nor understand Slovak mentality, Any correction in this relation- 
ship in a joint broadcast is simply going farther away from the real 
question which can be resolved only by having a separate Slovak 
broadcast managed by patriotic Slovak people. 


One more thought which must be highly stressed and that is the 
thought which this RFE broadcast carries in its title: FREE EUROPE. 
Indeed, what we regard as more important and more necessary in the 
interest of the Slovak nation, and in the interest of Europe as a 
whole, is the propogation of the idea of a free and united Europe. This 
idea must be propagated especially by RFE already today so that it 
might shine as a light into the future for all oppressed European na- 
tions. That is the best way to lead European nations to the con- 
sciousness of European solidarity, to the idea of a new, just and united 
Europe. By stressing this thought the best service would be rendered 
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the European nations themselves which were heretofore at logger- 
heads because of chauvinistic nationalism, political fanaticisms, syn- 
thetic political partitions and the seclusion of one nation from 
the other. 

A federalized united Europe is the big hope especially of the small 
nations. It is necessary, therefore, to resurrect and encourage this 
hope in them, because in a united Europe every nation, small and 
large, shall be able to live freely and democracy shall become the 
common property of all nations. 

RFE cannot effectively combat communism if it does not re- 
spect the natural rights of the individual nations behind the Iron 
Curtain, including the Slovak nation. The crusade for freedom must 
include ALL nations and exclude NONE. RFE cannot fulfill its mis- 
sion by allowing its broadcasts to insult the political convictions, the 
mentality, the patriotic feelings and national traditions of the Slo- 
vaks. The people of Slovakia cannot have confidence in the RFE as 
long as it employs renegade Slovaks to promote the Czech cause o1 
Czechoslovakism, the bankrupt and discredited policies of the Czech 
National Socialists as propagated by Benes and his followers. The 
Slovaks are conscious of the fact that they are an individual nation 
and as such have an inherent and God-given right to be free and inde- 
pendent. There is no logical explanation for RFE or the Voice cf 
America not recognizing or respecting that right. The anti-Slovak 
course of the RFE is out of line with everything that spells America. 
But Slovaks still hope that RFE shall in a very short time become 
in fact the TRUE voice of a free and united Europe, the voice 
of patriotic Slovaks in exile exhorting their brethren in. Slovakia to 
remain loyal to their Christian and democratic traditions, — yes, 
RFE can and should become the VOICE OF FREE SLOVAKIA. 

ae oe eR: 


WHO SAID IT? 


“Our foreign policy of 1945 will be based on the solid, unalterable, 
massive foundation of our agreement with the neighboring SOVIET 
UNION. WE MUST fulfill fully, without hesitation, everything re- 
sulting from this foundation. . . . Our relations with the other neigh- 
bors will be accortling to the viewpoint of the SOVIET Pact. WE 
want a strong, democratic Poland WHICH WILL COLLABORATE 
‘WITH THE SOVIET UNION. For another solution of the POLISH 
question, WE have no time. We want a decent, democratic Hungary, 
COLLABORATING WITH THE SOVIET UNION which lives in peace 
with us. The same applies to Yugoslavia, Austria and Romania. Our 
relations with the western Allies HAS NOT changed, and WILL NOT 
change. We are grateful to Britain for her help when she and WE 
stood alone. WE appreciate immensely and are grateful for American 
interest and sympathy. We will need the help of the western de- 
mocracies for economic and cultural reconstruction.” — (Jin Masa- 
ryk, Broadcast to Czechoslovakia, London, December 31, 1944). 

. 


“Just as Munich was undone and does not exist, just so there is 
no Slovakia and it does not exist internationally as a state! There is 
no Slovak problem, the Slovak problem is our internal problem and 
it is Tecognized as such even by our allies.” — (Dr. Benes, 5-22-43). 
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HISTORY OF SLOVAK ART 


Exposed to many influences, Slovakia has had a variegated his- 
tory. Stamped bricks, excavated at various points, indicate that the 
Romans extended their dominion beyond the Danube into the area 
which is now Slovakia. As early as the seventh century these regions 
were inhabited by the ancestors of the Slovaks who had to defend 
themselves against the Uralo-Altaic Avars. This period is characterized 
by a mixture of Slovak and Avar influences. In the ninth century, 
the Great Moravian state was an important factor, but it was ex- 
tinguished by the Magyars. 

Stability did not ensue until the time of the building of castles 
and of settlements round about them. Their ruins form one of the 
picturesque attractions of present-day Slovakia. At first the castles 
were but rudely built structures for defense. Gradually more ornate 
forms of architecture were employed. The apse of the castle at Nitra 
is a remnant of the old basilica consecrated about the year 830. Some 
thirty years later the Slovak apostles Saints Cyril and Methodius, 
held services here. Parts of the cathedral at Spiiské Kapitula in 
Spi8, and the churches at Deakovce, Saint Benadik on the Hron, 
and a few chapel rotundas, are remnants of this early period. 

Gothic monuments are to be found in the Spis region. There is 
evidence here of the influence of the Frankish school of architecture. 
Gothic architecture spread into Slovakia principally from Poland and 
Silesia, Remarkable as a well-nigh perfect example of Gothic architec- 
ture is the church of Saint James at Levota. The 21 metre high 
altar is noteworthy, Nothing like it is to be found in the West. King 
Zapolya’s chapel at Spi&skf Stvrtok (Donnersmark) is one of the 
most notable edifices of this period, consisting of two Gothic stories 
above each other. Bratislava, KoSice, Bardiov, PreSov, and Trnava, 
can also boast of Gothic edifices. The oldest frescoes date from the 
year 1317. Spiéské Kapitula, Levoéa, Bardiov, and Ke%marok, have 
large wing altar paintings in their churches. 

The influence of Renaissance architecture, coming from Italy, 
affected the building of castles first. Between the fifteenth and 
eighteenth centuries most of the cities and towns of Spi8 belonged to 
Poland. This influenced the architecture of the period. 

The Jesuits built the first baroque churches. From the Danube 
the baroque style of architecture, emanating from Vienna, spread 
over all Slovakia. The baroque tower of the Bratislava City Hall re- 
sembles that of Diirnstein in the Wachan region of Austria. The 
castle at Bratislava was renovated by Maria Theresa, 1740 to 1780. 
At the foot of the castle the nobility, which always imitated royalty, 
built their splendid palaces. The Grassalkovich Palace and the Palace 
of the Primate, the latter built by Hildebrand, are two remarkably 
fine specimens of this period. The interiors were exquisitely deco- 
rated. This luxury-loving era saw the introduction of fine tapestries 
and gobelins. Sculptures decorate the exteriors and carvings the in- 
teriors of these buildings. 

The Protestant church buildings disclose the architectural in- 
fluence of Germany. The large wooden churches at KeZmarok and at 
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the village of Vel’k& Paludza are unique for Central Europe. The 
wooden Greek Catholic churches in Eastern Slovakia are of special 
interest, because they are creations of the common people. 

In the large towns there are beautiful buildings in the Empire 
style. Most of them were designed by Vienna architects. 

The latter part of the nineteenth century shows the prevalence 
of Budapest influences, though some architects and artists went to 
Vienna, Munich, and Prague to complete their training. 


SUBTERRANEAN CAVES OF SLOVAKIA 


Subterranean caves are found in the immense calcareous com- 
plexes of Slovakia. The limestone masses were convulsed tectonically 
by the folding of the Carpathians and turned into Karst formations 
during the tertiary and diluvial geological eras. Thus there came into 
existence the multitude of exquisitely beautiful and most interesting 
caves which must be regarded as amongst the marvels of Europe. 
Depending on how far the Karst process developed, they may be 
divided into two groups: lone caves coming into existence on slopes; 
and extensive cavern labyrinths. 

The ice caverns belong to the first group. Within them ice is 
preserved in a natural manner. Magnificent is the world-known ice 
cavern at DobSin’ which was discovered in the year 1870 by some 
shepherds, It is now accessible to the general public and a visit does 
not require any special physical effort. The ice is estimated at about 
125,000 cubic meters and weighs about a million tons, 

The cavern labyrinths of Deminov4, discovered in 1921, belong 
to the second group. It was found by persons who were seeking the 
course of the Domica brook, which disappeared suddenly. Here are 
imposing views upon enormous subterranean spaces, where the wild 
scenery of catastrophes which occurred ages ago still is visible. Yet 
the exploration of this inferno paradise can be undertaken without the 
slightest danger. One walks about leisurely through former beds of 
streams and through cool water tunnels. One beholds brooklets 
which descend with deafening clamor into terrific depths. To pene- 
trate deeply into this vast labyrinth is an experience of a lifetime. It 
is a mysterious world full of surprising variety. There are majestic 
halls adorned with stalactites situated in many stories underneath 
each other. One can see travertine formations in glorious shapes. 
Everything glistens resplendently. Mysteriously shaped natural sculp- 
ture abounds in variegated shades of colors. Such real Venus grottoes 
perhaps are not to be found elsewhere. The climax of all this mighti- 
ness are the 360 foot precipices at the bottom of which are fairly-like 
halls which were discovered in 1927. 

It is a fortunate coincidence that these subterranean marvels are 
situated so near to the resorts of the High Tatra Mountains. From 
them also the Bela stalactite caverns and the Vazeca cave may be 
visited with ease. 

Further subterranean labyrinths are to be found in the Sviito- 
jénska dolina near Jasov and at Hosusovo, the latter perhaps the most 
magnificent of all. It was not discovered until 1926. 
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POLITICAL REFUGEES OK RED AGENTS? 
DR. JOHN VLKOLINSKY 


The large number of Czech politicos, members of parliament, of- 
ficers and soldiers who fled to Germany in 1940 raised the question: 
Could this possibly have happened without the assent of the Prague 
communist regime? 

The boundary between Bavaria and Bohemia is only several 
kilometers long, and already in the summer of 1948 — just several 
months after Benes and his followers surrendered the government 
to the communists — Dr. Ripka announced in Paris that some 18,000 
Czechs had fled to other countries. 

kt is significant that all the aces of Dr. Bened’s National Socialist 
Party — The Czech Nazi Party — began leaving the country as if un- 
der orders. And all got away without incidents or accidents. After 
them, we find a stream of soldiers — those who enjoyed the sympathy 
of the western allies — “escaping” into the U. S. Zone of Germany. 

But who escaped from SLOVAKIA? Only members of certain 
families and a few persons who swore to promote the “Czechoslovak” 
program and had family ties with the Lettrichites, the HodZas, Pal- 
kos, etc. Many of them departed in luxurious limousines, with diplo- 
matic passes and devices, with visas for European and other coun- 
tries. All those “little things” had been taken care of in Prague be- 
fore their “miraculous” escape. 

It is not at all strange, then, if some one asks how these “ene- 
mies” of communism could have “escaped” so easily without the 
consent of Gottwald? 

Robert Ingrim — author of the successful book “After Hitler 
” — wrote on the subject in 1948. His article “A Secret Czech 
was published in the Swiss “VATERLAND” September 25, 
1948. He wrote: 


‘hirteen generals, eight ministers, the Mayor of Prague — this is 
but a small group of the Czech emigrants that has crossed over to 
the west to date. 

“They have one thing in common: All were leading members of 
the National Socialist Party of Dr. Beneg. Their families are with 
them, as well as a goodly number of diplomats and consuls, who joined 
them. They have no financial difficulties. Tney are working ener- 
getically in Washington, London and Paris to establish a new exile 
government. After America beats up the Soviet Union, this exile 
government would be called to lead Bohemia ‘back to Benes.’ 

“The interesting thing about all this is the fact that all these 
gentlemen had succeeded in crossing the Czech border without diffi- 
culty and without incident. 

“The statement of Peter Zenkl, former Mayor of Prague, that he 
was saved by some one who had blindfolded him so that he could not 
see his rescuers, is something for political children of whom there are 
more in America than in Europe. 

“Wherever the communists seized power, there the leading op- 
ponents of communism were carefully watched, if not arrested. But 
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in this case, it seems that the Czech communist police failed com- 
pletely... .! 

“But other extraordinary and strange things happened before 
that time. Why did not Benes resign immediately as a sign of pro- 
test against the communist putsch? Why did he recognize the new 
rulers and defend them? Why did he thus give them the significant 
appearance of legitimacy? 

“Besides Bene3’s trustworthies, there are in exile several of 
his political opponents. In the past weeks I have read reports from 
various parts that motivate the conjecture that there was a secret 
treaty concluded between Benes and his successor Gottwald be- 
fore he decided to install Zépotockf’s government. This agreement is 
supposed to embrace the following points: 

1. War between America and the Soviet Union is inevitable; 

2. but the outcome of this war is uncertain; 

3. when the war ends, the Czechs must be on the right side; 

4, they must, therefore, be on both sides before the war; 

5. the communists will enable the departure of the leading gener- 
als and civilians of the Czech National Socialist Party; and 

6. in return the Czech National Socialists, when they return to 
Czechoslovakia as victors, promise to spare the leading communists. 

“Such an agreement would make many things, which otherwise 
appear puzzling, intelligible. In reality the new exiles never openly 
attack Gottwald. Conversely they want it felt that he is moderate 
and thinks nationalistically. 


“Such gentlemen as Ripka, Zenkl, etc. — who now offer them- 
selves to the west as the future government and already now are 
trying to direct the war aims of American politics to their side — 
count on, to be sure, the great ignorance and forgetfulness of the 
west. 

“It was these very National Socialists who prepared the way for 
communist dictatorship. During the war they deserted the west for the 
east. They demanded that their country be ‘liberated’ by the Red 
army, because America did not want to consent to the expulsion of 
‘minorities.’ They were responsible for the terrible murders and the 
expulsion of Sudeten Germans and so made their own nation en- 
tirely dependent on the Soviets. It was they who had already in 1946 
made Bohemia the most socialist country outside of Russia. It was 
Bene’ who, after his return, outlawed the Agrarian Party, the Na- 
tional Democratic Party and the Slovak Populist Party so that he 
could assure a majority for the leftist parties, by means of which the 
communists became the strongest group in Parliament. 

“These parties were outlawed, we were told, because they had 


‘collaborated’ with the Nazis — but it is no secret that very many 
leading National Socialists collaborated no less with the Nazis! 
“The motto ‘back to Beneé’ — as a basis of any exile politics — 


can therefore hardly sound enticing to the ears of the west. This ap- 
parently inevitable alliance with communism against nazism the 
west has expiated heavily. It does not want to repeat the same error. 
With chauvinists one can hardly build a better Europe, and Bohemia 
and Moravia can be thought of as political units only when the racists 
shall be excluded from influence. In the mouths of the Ripkas and the 
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Zenkis the words ‘democracy’ and ‘freedom’ sound the same as they 
do in the mouths of Gottwald and Zapotocky.” 


Ingrim’s article showed that he fully understood the problems of 
Europe — especially those of central Europe. He is one of the very 
few writers who has solved the “Czechoslovak” riddle, the political 
empire that BeneS built to destroy the Slovak nation and enslave other 
national “minorities” to further the aims of Czech National Socialism 
and imperialism. 

The men,about whom Ingrim wrote in September 1948, formed the 
“Council of Free Czechoslovakia” in Washington in February 1949. 
They are the persons who collaborated with the communists of the 
Kremlin and Czechoslovakia and are responsible for the terror and 
tyranny that reign in Czechoslovakia today. 

These “political martyrs” want to fight the communist govern- 
ment in Prague from America, London and France, we are told. 
Another “Czechoslovak” fable! They had their great chance to fight 
the Reds at home after the war, but failed miserably. Nay, they col- 
laborated with the Reds and sold out the Czech and the Slo- 
vak nations to the Kremlin. 

And these same political opportunists and pseudodemocrats are 
telling the Slovaks at home and in exile that the United States and 
the other democratic countries of the world are not interested in Slo- 
vak freedom and independence, in fact that they are opposed to it. 
If that were not so, they say, then “official” Washington, the Voice 
of America, and Radio Free Europe would not recognize them and 
employ them. Imagine: traitors representing the peoples they be- 
trayed! 

ot a Re 


WHO SAID IT? 


“The Czechoslovak government, from the beginning, maintained 
the right of the people at home to decide the Republic's future. The 
government’s task abroad has been to ensure the freedom of this 
decision and to take care that the isolated home country does not 
lose the opportunities ensuing from the political and economic colla- 
boration with the Allies. The Czechoslovak government achieved this 
through the strong, inviolable SOVIET PACT, and the friendly rela- 
tions with the great western Allies. Thus the country is safeguarded 
BETTER than ever before.” — Msgr. Jén Sramek, Prime Minister, 
Broadcast to Czechoslovakia, London, Jan. 1, 1945). 

* 


“How far does Russia influence Czechoslovakia today? For some 
two years the Germans assured us that Czechoslovakia would be en- 
slaved as soon as the Russian army came. Now, one year later, we can 
see whether they were right. Our relations with Russia are very cor- 
dial. WE ARE AN INDEPENDENT STATE, and our democratic 
system has been re-established. The promise of Soviet Russia NOT 
TO INTERFERE in our inner structure has been kept. The Russian 
army left our territory on the very day they had promised. The ad- 
ministration of the country is in CZECHOSLOVAK hands.” — (Prof. 
F. Bednar, Dean of the Hus Theological Faculty, Prague, in the 
“SLOVAK SOKOL,” Passaic, N. J., September 26, 1946). 
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THE SLOVAKS AND DR. JOSEPH LETTRICH 
DR. JOSEPH BYSTRICKY 


(The author of this article is the former personal secretary of 
Rt. Rev. Msgr. Andrew Cvinéek, Vice President of the Slovak Demo- 
cratic Party and the Slovak National Council in Bratislava of which 
Dr. Lettrich was President. Mr. Bystrickf also was Chairman of the 
University Students’ Club of the Slovak Democratic Party.) 


Dr. Joseph Lettrich became very excited over the H. R. Concurrent 
Resolution 139, which was introduced in the U. S. Congress in July, 1951, 
by the Hon. Charles J. Kersten of Milwaukee, Wis. In this resolution 
Congressman Kersten asks the United States to allow the Slovak nation 
decide in free elections whether it wants to live in a joint State with 
the Czech nation, or in an independent, national State of its own. 

In a letter to Kersten, Dr. Joseph Lettrich presented himself as 
a representative of the “absolute majority” of the Slovak people, be- 
cause, he said, in the elections of May, 1946, the Slovak nation voted 
62% for the Slovak Democratic Party of which he was president. 

Lettrich was not the only one who protested against the Kersten 
Resolution. Dr, George Slavik, former ambassador of Bene’’s communist- 
dominated Prague regime, also protested, saying that Slovak indepen- 
dence is demanded only by those Slovaks “who collaborated with 
nazism” and who fled from the “just” punishment of the “People’s 
Courts. 

Both allegations, malicious and false, are very serious and indicate 
that here we have to do with people whose political means of combat 
are falsehoods, deceptions, dishonorable acts and a false presentation 
of the struggle of the Slovak nation for State independence. 

Dr. Lettrich attempts to show that all who voted in the May 1946 
elections for the Slovak Democratic Party are for the continued exist- 
ence of the synthetic Czechoslovak State, because the Slovak Demo- 
cratic Party — his political party — was for that State. What a terrible 
mistake! 

Why did the Slovaks vote for the Democratic Party of Slovakia? 

‘Today it is abundantly clear to all objective and informed observers 
that after the advent of the Bolshevik Army to Koiice, the largest city 
in east Slovakia, the so-called “provisional” Czechoslovak Government 
of Dr. Benes, with its “KoSice Program,” decided that only two political 
parties shall be allowed in Slovakia, to wit: The Communist Party and 
the Democratic Party. The platform of the Slovak Communist Party 
was well-known to everybody, because it was an old party. But the 
Slovak Democratic Party was a new party whose program was not 
defined clearly and was unknown to the public. 


In 1945, there really was no difference between the Communist 
and the Democratic parties of Slovakia as far as policy was concerned. 
Dr. Lettrich was well aware of that fact and admitted it when, as 
president of the Democratic Party, he wrote: 

“Basically, our political program — our political line — completely 
agrees with the line and the program of the Slovak Communist Party. 
Up to the rebellion there really was no difference between an adherent 
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of the Slovak Communist Party and an adherent of the Democratic 
Party ...1 emphasize that we must mutually help each other and that 
all of us must solve common problems together, because for once and 
for all time we must realize that there is no fundamental difference be- 
tween the Communist Party and the Democratic Party of Slovakia.” 
— (“MY 1946) — Prague, No. 23, June 8, 1946.) 

Both parties participated in equal measure in all the crimes which 
the Soviet and native communists perpetrated in Slovakia; both are 
responsible for the 30,000 Slovaks deported to Siberia in 1945; and 
both parties are responsible for the incarceration of Slovak citizens, 
priests and bishops. Communists and representatives of the Demo- 
cratic Party stole in equal measure and in “brotherly” fashion, threw 
people out of their own homes into the streets in the name of the “new 
people’s democratic” order and then, when these people protested they 
had no place to live, in both parties sent them to concentration camps 
as elements detrimental to society and hostile to the “people's” 
democracy. 

During the time of the “triumphant” march of the Bolshevik army, 
there was not a single family in Slovakia which did not have some 
one to shed tears for, To rid itself of the Slovaks who did not want 
to become friendly with the communist “legal” order and with the 
Czechoslovak State idea, the new regime used to send them — with- 
out training, with insufficient raiment and arms, in the blistering 
cold, at the beginning of 1945 — into battle against the Germans in 
the Liptovskf Svitf¥ MikulaéS sector. The so-called “Fourth Czecho- 
slovak Brigade”, formed in Levota at the beginning of February 1945 
exclusively of people who were against communism and Czecho- 
slovakism, shed its blood practically to a man in that sector. Those 
missed by the Germans were killed by Soviet soldiers, who used 
machine guns and automatics to chase barefooted and unarmed 
Slovaks into the fight. 

This is the manner in which the new Czechoslovak communist 
regime wanted to rid itself of its opponents. Despite all this, however, 
the idea of an independent Slovak State continued to grow, and the 
Slovak nation idealized it completely and wrapped it in a robe of 
sacredness. People could not talk about it in a loud voice, because the 
“People’s Courts,” created by the National Front of the Communist 
and Democratic parties, arbitrarily dealt death even for trivial matters. 

Already in July 1945, just before the St. Cyril and Methodius cele- 
bration at Devin, the communist police arrested some 100 university 
students in Bratislava, accusing them of attempting to make a demon- 
stration for an independent Slovak State. Slovak students were daily 
“guests” of the people’s democratic police who were fully aware of 
the fact that the university students were for Slovak State independence 
in an overwhelming majority. The communist police used to raid the 
fraternity houses of the students every March 14 to ascertain whether 
the students were celebrating the “Slovak Independence Day.” 

The hostile attitude of the Slovak nation to the Democratic Party, 
of which Dr. Lettrich was chairman, was also manifested by leading 
Catholic politicians of that time, who parted with Lettrich’s party and 
announced the formation of a new political party, the Christian Re- 
publican Party. Monsignor Andrew Cvinéek, Dr. Emanuel Béhm, Ing. 
K. Filo and others wanted a party which, under the given circumstances 
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and possibilities, would best satisfy the feeling and the needs of the 
Slovak nation, that is a party which would be democratic and Christian 
in practice, one that would defend all democratic freedoms and especial- 
ly the freedom of religion, which at that time existed only on paper, 
because all — and I repeat — ALL existing Catholic societies were 
dissolved and their activity forbidden. 

In the Spring of 1946, when the new Christian Republican Party 
was to be organized — a party in which the Slovak saw a ray of a new 
and better life — the National Front of communists and Lettrichites 
would not allow it. At that time Dr. Joseph Lettrich announced: “The 
National Front shall not allow a party with a confessional program.” 
— Indeed, it was clear to the communists that a party founded on 
Christian principles would be the greatest adversary of communism. 
Lettrich and his group also were aware of that, but they also knew 
that by allowing this party to organize and function, their Democratic 
Party would certainly be ruined in the coming elections. 

Consequently, the Christian Republican Party was not allowed 
to organize, but soon thereafter an announcement was made that per- 
mission was granted for a new Marxist party, the Social Democratic 
Party. Then Dr. Lettrich offered the representatives of the Christian 
Republicans a proposal, whereby the Catholics would get appropriate 
representation in government and legislative organs. The Democratic 
Party agreed to add the following points to its program: a) to do away 
with the People’s Courts; b) to return religious schools, fraternities 
and other nationalized properties to the Church; ¢c) to permit Catholic 
societies to exist and function without government interference; d) to 
fight the execution of Dr. Joseph Tiso. 

‘The Slovak people, however, had little or no faith in the agree- 
ment of the Catholics and the Democratic Party concluded in April 
1946, because Dr. Lettrich remained as head of the Democratic Party 
— the same Lettrich who compromised himself so strongly in the Fall 
of 1944 by collaborating with the communists to nationalize all Catholic 
schools, churches and other properties, to institute People’s Courts, 
etc. The absolute majority of the Slovak nation was determined to 
use the “White Ballot” in the May 1946 elections to express its oppo- 
sition to the communist regime and the Czechoslovak State idea. It 
was only when the Council of Catholic Bishops of Slovakia, after care- 
ful and lengthy deliberation, decided that it was necessary to choose 
the lesser of two evils, that the vast majority of Slovaks decided to 
vote for the Democratic Party. 


It is true that 62% of the voters of Slovakia voted for the Demo- 
cratic Party, but it is just as true that this happened not out of love or 
respect for Dr. Joseph Lettrich or the Czechoslovak Republic, but 
because the great Catholic majority respected the dicision of the 
Bishop’s Council and voted against communism and the communists in 
Slovakia. 


Dr. Lettrich was the head of a party which in its absolute majority 
was against him, but could not unseat him because the voter in the 
so-called “Third Czechoslovak Republic” had only one right — the 
right to obey and keep his mouth shut. The fact still remains: the 
idea of Slovak State independence was the deciding factor in the 1946 
elections. 
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The Democratic Party saw that it could not gain Slovak voters by 
simply preaching Czechoslovak mutuality, therefore, it decided to use 
Slovak State independence as a silent means of propaganda. Dr. Nicho- 
las Franek, at that time a candidate for the deputy mandate of the 
Bratislava district (later Minister of Unification in Prague and now a 
refugee in America and a member of the Council of Free Czecho- 
slovakia!), attended a secret meeting of Slovak university students, 
before the elections of May 1946, at the Central Secretariate of the 
Democratic Party, and, among other things, said: 

“None of us believes Dr. Lettrich. He is overly compromised with 
his close collaboration with the communists. For us Dr, Lettrich cannot 
be any kind of guarantee that freedoms shall be restored in our coun- 
try. However, we must keep him as president for the time being, other- 
wise the communists would see to it that we are liquidated. After the 
elections we shall endeavor to have the elected Slovak deputies pro- 
claim the Slovak State legally in the Prague Parliament and in the 
Slovak National Council in Bratislava.” 

That is how Dr. Franek got the university students to vote for 
the Democratic Party; they believed that Dr. Franek and his colleagues 
would keep their promises after the elections. And the students really 
worked to assure the victory of the Democratic Party. The Slovak 
students, whom I sent out into all the districts of Slovakia to convince 
the people to vote for the Democratic Party, spoke in the spirit of Dr. 
Franek’s speech. That is why we are so much more disappointed now 
that Dr. Franek, enjoying political asylum in America, is still support- 
ing the Czechoslovaks, when he knows fully well that they were and 
still are responsible for the national catastrophe of the Slovak nation. 

The elections in May 1946 were elections for the independence of 
the Slovak State. Propaganda of the Democratic Party was directed in 
that spirit, and it was only that kind of propaganda that made the 
Slovaks forget some of the sufferings they lived through, because they 
firmly believed that it was worth while to fight, suffer and die for 
State independence. 

The enthusiasm of Slovakia in the May 1946 elections reflected 
this spirit. And for the idea of an independent Slovak State six univer- 
sity students were wounded by communist bullets in front of Svoradov 
and 329 were deprived of stipends and expelled from the student board- 
ing houses. But the idea for national and State independence was much 
stronger than incarcerations and sufferings. 

True, the Democratic Party got 62% of the votes in 1946. But we 
must remember that: a) some citizens were deprived of their right to 
vote; b) 2% voted for the Freedom Party which had State independence 
in its platform; c) several percent of the votes went to the Communist 
Party because of opposition to Dr. Joseph Lettrich, the voters figuring 
that it was wiser or smarter to vote outright for the Communist Party, 
instead of its affiliate, the Democratic Party. So, all factors considered, 
more than 75% of the Slovak votes in May 1946 were cast for an inde- 
pendent Slovak State. 

That is why we — who proudly claim the program of national and 
State independence — are not afraid of the elections proposed by Con- 
gressman Kersten in his Resolution R. H. 139. The people who are 
afraid of such elections know fully well that if the Slovaks were given 
an opportunity to decide whether they wanted to live in Czechoslovakia 


52 SLOVAKIA 


or not, they would answer forcefully and consistently: NO! That is why 
Lettrich and Company would want to to convince the Government of 
the United States that the Slovaks are for Czechoslovakia and that an 
independent Slovakia is promoted only by some “nazis” who escaped 
the “just” punishment of the “people's” courts. If Dr. Lettrich really is 
the great democrat he poses to be, let him not be afraid of the defeat 
he would have to suffer with his several friends in case such an election 
is held. If the Slovaks are for the Czechoslovak Republic, as Dr. Lett- 
rich claims, then they certainly will say so in such an election. 

When I talked with Dr. Lettrich after the execution of Dr. Joseph 
Tiso, he told me that according to reports he has in his possession, the 
absolute majority of Slovak university students was for a Slovak State 
and regards Dr. Joseph Tiso as a martyr and those who condemned 
him as murderers who should be brought to trial. “In Prague,” Dr. 
Lettrich told me at that time, “I met a certain university student and 
asked him what he thought about the execution of Dr. Tiso. This student 
replied: ‘The Czechs put General Stefanik out of the way, they jailed 
Hlinka and now hanged Tiso — we have nothing further to talk about 
with them’.” 

After the execution of the President of Slovakia, Msgr. Andrew 
Cvinéek told me: “With the execution of Dr. Joseph Tiso Czecho- 
slovakia is liquidated and no one shall restore it by means of free 
elections.” And before I fled from Slovakia, he said: “Fight for the 
State independence of Slovakia 

With the execution of Dr. Tiso a revolution and the destruction of 
the Democratic Party threatened in Slovakia. So the presidency of the 
Democratic Party called together the executive committee of the Party 
(I was present also), and at this meeting the delegates of the indivi- 
dual districts said in one accord: “After the execution of Dr. Joseph 
Tiso we lost all our members, The Democratic Party exists only theore- 
tically, but for all pactical purposes it is liquidated.” 

Admitting that he was a general without an army, and that his 
program of collaboration with the communists and Czechoslovakism 
was not the program of the Slovak nation, Dr. Joseph Lettrich asked 
the delegates present for advice how to save the Democratic Party. 
It was after this meeting that Lettrich assumed the role of Pilate and 
attempted to justify himself in the eyes of the Slovak people by pro- 
claiming in the newspapers that Dr. Edward Bene’ and the National 
Socialists, and not he and the Democratic Party, were responsible for 
the execution of Tiso. But this came too late. 

With the execution of Dr. Joseph Tiso nails were sunk deep into 
the Czechoslovak coffin by all classes of the Slovak people — the 
tradesmen, businessmen, workers and farmers and the intelligentsia. 

The Slovak nation definitely is for an independent Slovakia. The 
Slovak nation realizes that the road to independence is full of sorrow 
and suffering, but is, nevertheless, determined to attain independence 
at all costs. It is proving that daily. Therefore, we welcome the reso- 
lution of Congressman Kersten “for the freedom of the Slovaks,” be- 
cause free elections will prove who was right: we, who are for an 
independent Slovak Republic, or those who are trying to enslave 
Slovakia. 
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THE SLOVAKS WILL NOT BE SILENCED 
DR. JOSEPH PAUCO 


Even though enemies of Slovak freedom and independence shall 
continue to exert themselves to silence the Slovaks, they shall not 
succeed. Their sacred cause shall find honorable and noble defenders. 

And, in time, it shall prevail. Their faith in eventual victory is in- 
creasing every day. 

At one time many people thought that the idea and the truth 
about the independence of the Slovak nation would forever remain 
foreign to the United States. But, lo and behold, today only totally 
uninformed people believe that the Slovaks are Czechs or’ Czecho- 
slovaks, Mostly those who do not follow events outside of America, 
those who have not been beyond the ocean, or those who are stub- 
born. Their numbers are few. 

On the other hand, as time goes on, more is being said about 
Slovakia and the Slovak nation. But even more than that. Today 
there are many honest men in politics, publishers, newsmen and com- 
mentators, who do not hesitate to lance the boil of Czechoslovakism. 
The distinguished CBS commentator Edward R. Murrow, for example, 
did not hesitate to state the truth as he saw it, He not only made 
known that there was a strong movement for Slovak independence, 
but even mentioned the fact that the antagonism between the Czechs 
and the Slovaks dates back farther than communism itself. 

The so-called “Czechoslovaks” (Czech Slovaks!) are trying to lure 
the Slovaks into a joint fight against communism. All other things — 
like Slovak freedom, independence and national existence — must not 
be considered for the time being. True, we must all combine in the 
fight against communism. But why tell the Slovaks that they must 
fight against communism with the Czechs — and only with the 
Czechs — when it is a matter of historical record that the Slovaks 
fought communism for over a hundred years without the Czechs? 
There is no force under the sun to force the Slovaks to play the 
“Czechoslovak” game, which threatens the very existence of the Slo- 
vak nation by subordinating it to the Czechs. The Slovaks have had 
their fill of Magyars, Czechs, Russians and Germans. They are no 
longer interested in the joint state of Czechoslovakia. They have out- 
lived all that and insist on freedom and independence. 

The Slovaks have fought and are still valiantly fighting com- 
munism, but not for the sake of being enslaved and exploited by the 
Czechs or any other nation. They do not want any one to tell them 
to fight communism for the sake of the principles of T. G. Masaryk 
or Dr. Edward Bene&, because their policies were anti-Slovak and anti- 
Christian, undemocratic and totally alien and opposed to Slovak na- 
tional traditions and religious convictions. The Slovaks will not be 
forced to fight communism with any group that fosters and promotes 
Czechoslovakism — the ideology that claims the Slovaks are only 
a branch of the Czech nation and that the Slovak language is only a 
dialect of the Czech nation; in short that the Slovak nation does 
not exist — because that ideology is dedicated to the enslavement 
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and destruction of the Slovak people, just as communism is dedicated 
to the destruction of all liberties and the enslavement of all peoples. 

The old quarrel between the Czechs and the Slovaks must be 
liquidated in the interests of both the Czechs and the Slovaks, and 
in the interests of the democratic world as well. Justice and the 
right demand it, The Slovaks fought against communism long before 
the Czechs and many other nations; and the Stalin Reds were well 
aware of that fact in 1945. That is why the independent state of Slo- 
vakia had to be destroyed after the war and the Reds put into power 
there. Benes and his followers helped Stalin and his agents in their 
infamous work, believing that they would not attempt the same thing 
in Bohemia and Moravia. They were dead wrong then, and they are 
just as wrong today when they promote the cause of Czechoslovak- 
ism — the handmaid of communism — in the United States and other 
democratic countries of the world. 

The Slovaks are fighting communism and want to keep fighting 
it together with ALL nations and national groups, even including the 
Czechs, but not specifically and jointly only with the Czechs. Their 
reward for their fight against communism must not be the loss of 
their national existence, the surrender of their inherent right to free- 
dom and independence. And even exiled Benes Czechs, former Czech 
collaborators with the Reds now enjoying the freedom of America, 
should be able to understand and appreciate that today. 

ee On Aree wie 


THE SLOVAKS DO NOT WANT CZECHOSLOVAKIA 
DR. ANDREW SLOVAK 


(The author of this article is considered one of the foremost Slo- 
vak socialists. Recently he quit the “Czechoslovak” ranks and joined 
the Slovak National Council Abroad, the organization of Slovak 
exiles whose chief aim is to see Slovakia free and independent after 
her liberation from communism and the Soviet sphere of influence 
thrust upon her by the victors in 1945. The views expressed by Dr. 
Slovak, who formerly favored the “Czechoslovak” ideology of Dr. 
Bene’, clearly indicate that there has been a change in the thinking 
of Slovak socialists.) 


The year 1945 was a surprise to every Slovak of the “Czecho- 
slovak” orientation. Slovakia did not welcome the re-creation of the 
Czechoslovak State with great enthusiasm as was heralded by the 
propaganda apparatus of Dr. Benes. The truth is that apathy reigned 
in practically all strata of the inhabitants of Slovakia without re- 
gard to differences in political convictions. 

Another surprising fact was the economic prosperity of the Slo- 
vak Republic. Slovak national economists proved to the world, and 
to the protectors from the West and the Fast, that Slovakia is a self- 
sufficient economic unit which can get along without outside help. 
I believe that this fact surprised even the greatest adversaries of the 
idea of Slovak statehood. 

Another argument which compels every Slovak to action is the 
statement of Prof. Dr. Jaroslav Stransky that a talented, young Czech 
national economist cannot validate himself for the sake of the Slovaks. 
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We do not want to restrict any one, but neither do we wish to be 
restricted. 

The three actualities mentioned above mean much for every intel- 
ligent Slovak. 

The first factor means that the Slovak nation wishes to travel 
along its own Slovak road without hatred and to live on friendly 
terms with all its neighbors — on the west with the Czechs, with 
the Poles on the north and with the Magyars on the south. 

The second fact surprised all of us. Though we knew that Slo- 
vakia was rich in materials, nevertheless even the biggest optimists 
were surprised that it was so self-sufficient. 

The third fact is really a memento for all of us, When Dr. Stran- 
sky mentioned that the Slovaks were to continue the role of the 
smaller, unwanted brother, he opened the eyes of all of us, even 
though he did not intend to. 

It is in the interest of all the nations of Central Europe that 
Slovakia should exist as an independent state unit, because the Slo- 
vak wishes to live in peace and contentment, as our poet has ex: 
pressed it: “The Slovak sows on his own and reaps only on his ow 

History has proved that the poet was also right when he said: “If 
it is the sword, swords have we too, and you know that we know 
how to use them.” 

I think it is necessary that members of all nations of the 
Danube Basin become aware of the fact that the Slovaks are capable 
of taking care of themselves and that they want to live in peace and 
contentment, but independently. 


a 


WHO SAID IT?: — “The treaty is a historic landmark in the 
relations between our two countries; It is undoubtedly one of the 
foundation stones of security, prosperity, and strength of the Czecho- 
slovak Republic. The treaty revealed itself as one of the most im- 
portant instruments of a constructive European policy. It is in- 
tended, not only for the special needs of Czechoslovakia and the 
Soviet Union, but it serves also, the common European interests on 
the basis of British-Soviet-American cooperation. . . . It enables other 
nations of Central Europe, particularly the Polish nation, to arrive at 
such a degree of cooperation with the neighboring Soviet power as 
distinguished the Soviet-Czechoslovak relationship — cooperation which 
is based upon the principle of mutual respect for their freedom and 
independence and also upon that of non-interference in their national 
affairs... . The Czechoslovak-Soviet Pact is welcomed, first and fore- 
most, by our nation, for in this way, the great expectation of our peo- 
ple receives its fulfillment... The historic merits of the Czechoslo- 
vakian treaty are due to President BeneS, who, a year ago, provided 
the initiative for the whole undertaking, both by his general political 
program, as well as by his concrete proposals, and who himself di- 
rected the particularly important negotiations. All of us, together with 
the whole nation, congratulate President Benes on his highly signifi- 
cant and meritorious success and we are all sincerely gratified by his 
present official visit to the Soviet Union, which will undoubtedly 
strengthen Czechoslovak-Soviet friendship. (Dr. Hubert Ripka 
to the Czechoslovak State Council, London, December 15, 1943). 
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CZECH INTRIGUES AGAINST THE SLOVAK STATE 
DR. A. GREBERT 


Slovakia was saved from a great catastrophe by proclaiming her 
independence: from the danger of being partitioned between Poland, 
Hungary and Germany. 

For the Czech and Magyar imperialists, however, the proclama- 
tion of an independent Slovakia meant a fatal defeat. The Slovaks at 
last had a chance to prove to themselves and the world that they 
were able and capable of taking care of themselves and their country. 
The Czechs on the other hand knew well that it meant a nail in the 
coffin of Czech imperialism in, Slovakia. That is why the Czech im- 
perialists are fighting so furiously against the idea of Slovak state 
independence for over thirty years. In this regard, the rightist Hacha, 
the leftist Fierlinger, and “me-always-president” Bene& spoke and 
acted alike, Czech post-war political literature offers conclusive proofs 
of this. 

When Hitler called Hacha to Berlin on March 15, 1949 — a day 
after the proclamation of the independence of Slovakia — the Czech 
president did not fail to use the opportunity to intrigue against the 
Slovaks. In his conversation with Hitler, he said that he believed 
“the Fihrer shall not have too many favorable experiences with the 
Slovaks.” Furthermore Hacha said that the Czechs always had “closer 
ties with Germany than with Slovakia, which is more inclined to 
Hungary” (vd.: Czechoslovakia and the Nuremberg Trials, pg. 326). 


True it is that in the past the Czechs always felt closer to 
Germany than to Slovakia, but in the case referred to, Hacha was 
interested only in presenting the Czechs in a most favorable light, 
while on the Slovaks he cast the suspicion of sympathizing with Hun- 
gary, whom Hitler neither liked nor trusted. Base diplomatic intrigue 
was concerned. It was generally known that Hitler knew little about 
Slovakia; cleverly incited suspicion about the inclination of the Slo- 
vaks toward the Magyars could have catastrophic results for the de- 
velopment of the Slovak state. And that certainly would have been 
most pleasing to Czech imperialists. 

Magyar diplomats in Berlin also never let up intriguing against 
Slovak state independence. Slovakia certainly was in a difficult situ- 
ation. For example, on March 25, 1939, Hitler gave the following in- 
formation to the supreme commander of the German army regarding 
his stand toward Slovakia: “It is not certain how long the Fiihrer 
shall feel himself bound by the agreement concluded with Slovakia. 
The supreme army commander thinks that the Fiihrer would want to 
rid himself of the obligation at the first opportune moment and use 
Slovakia as a basis of negotiation between himself, Poland and Hun- 
gary. In the meantime, however, Hungary is supposed to restrain 
herself.” (op. cit. pg. 332). 

Czech and Magyar intrigues bore fruit... . 

It took a lot of diplomatic cleverness and perseverance on the part 
of President Tiso, his Minister of Foreign Affairs and Slovak diplo- 
macy to save Slovakia from the deadly danger incited by the Magyars 
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and the Czechs. If for nothing else, then for averting this danger Dr. 
Tiso and his government deserve the gratitude and respect of the 
Slovak nation. Thus they saved the Slovaks from one of the greatest 
catastrophies that could have overtaken them. 


Czech politicians and diplomats intrigued even later and on other 
fronts of the diplomatic battlefield against the Slovak state. In Oc- 
tober 1939 the USSR decided to recognize the Slovak Republic “de 
jure.” At that time Zdenek Fierlinger, former Czech envoy, was still 
in Moscow. He did everything possible to prevent the recognition. “I 
was very much concerned,” writes Fierlinger in his Memoirs, “to have 
the undesirable psychological effect of the recognition of Slovakia 
and our deep disappointment explained at the Commissariat of In- 
ternal Affairs. I demanded very emphatically that my objections be 
interpreted to competent authorities.” 

But the USSR did recognize the Slovak State “de jure” and Czech 
diplomacy and Czech intrigues suffered a complete setback. The 
Czechs sought to weaken the political situation of the Slovak State 
internationally by having the USSR renounce recognition. But their 
diplomatic guns backfired. Fierlinger himself states that sending a 
Soviet envoy to Bratislava only emphasized the independence of the 
Slovak State. 

The Soviets, like the Vatican, probably have the best information 
service in the world. They knew well how the Slovak people felt 
about the Slovak State: they knew that over 90 per cent were for it. 
That is why the Soviets did not hesitate to recognize the Slovak 
State as a full-fledged member of the international society of states. 
And it is significant that even at the conclusion of the war the So- 
viets offered to respect Slovak statehood. They changed their stand 
only after Dr. Tiso refused resolutely to collaborate with International 
Communism, 


BeneS intrigued even at the Vatican. The Holy See was among 
the first to recognize the Slovak State. Slovakia had an ambassador at 
the Vatican, and the Vatican had one in Bratislava. Benes could 
not see this. He puffed and he huffed to have the Vatican renounce 
recognition. 


On January 7, 1941, Bene’ gave the apostolic representative,.in 
Great Britain, Msgr. W. Godfrey, a letter in which, among other things, 
he stated that “the time has arrived when we ought to come to estab- 
lish some sort of unofficial contact between the new Czechoslovak 
government, residing now in London, and the Holy See.” 


Benes knew that the existence of the Slovak State and its ability 
to live were the greatest obstacles to his designs. That is why he tried 
to present Slovakia to the Holy See in the gloomiest colors: “Condi- 
tions in Slovakia are very bad and the severity of the contemporary 
government of Tiso shall have a deep influence on the situation of 
the Catholic Church in Slovakia after the war.” 

Evidently Benes threatened the Holy See to see things his way 
and recognize his government or else suffer the consequences for 
the Church in Slovakia once he got back into power after the war. 


To aggravate the situation and the status of the Slovak ambassador at 
the Vatican, BeneS said in his letter that “the Slovak delegate at the 
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Holy See is a representative of a State that is entirely in the hands 
of the Nazi government.” 


It is interesting on the one hand, to note that Benes called the 
Slovak ambassador a “delegate” — even though he was recognized as 
an ambassador by the Vatican which had at its disposal men who 
were at least as well-versed in international law and politics as were 
Benes and his colleagues. On the other hand, however, Bene’ wrote 
about a STATE and not about a “SO-CALLED” State: the latter ter- 
minology he reserved for the internal-political front and for his naive 
admirers. Bene’ knew that he could talk about a “so-called” state 
before his agents, but not before the experienced and educated diplo- 
mats of the Vatican. 

Benes said that the Slovak government was “entirely in the hands 
of the Nazi government.” However, when he came to Koiice in 1945 — 
according to Paépanek’s statement before the Security Council of the 
United Nations in March 1948 — Bene’ was completely under the sur- 
veillance of the Soviet army and it was even impossible for him to 
make contacts with the surrounding countries. Well, the fact still 
remains that Dr. Tiso and his government were never so “totally” 
under the care of the Nazi government! 

The answer the Vatican gave Bene’ was not the one that he had 
expected. The Vatican answered courteously, but clearly and em- 
phatically that it will not “establish some form of unofficial contact” 
as Benes’ desired. In the answer of the Vatican it says that “His 
Eminence is convinced that Your Excellency will understand, how 
delicate the contemporary situation is and how difficult it would be 
in the present period to proffer the Czechoslovak people the ad- 
vantage of such contacts.” 

Translated into plain language that meant: “NO!” 


Evidently the Vatican gave priority to the diplomatic contacts 
with the Slovak nation and not to those with “the Czechoslovak 
people” as Bene’ had wished. This was an apparent failure of and de- 
feat for Benes’s diplomacy. 

Benes was angered, but not overly discouraged. Two years later, 
on May 12, 1943, he sent the Vatican a Memorandum in which he 
demanded establishing contacts between the Vatican and the Czecho- 
slovak government in London. 


In it he told his version of the “sad” conditions at home: The 
Czechs he said, are without exception for the Czechoslovak govern- 
ment in London and “the Slovak people in its greater majority holds 
the same position. In Slovakia, political, social, economic and moral 
conditions are most sad. The majority of the Slovak nation regards the 
present regime in Bratislava guilty of this situation and as a traitor 
of the Slovak people and the Czechoslovak Republic. Former govern- 
mental Slovak parties from the period before March 15, 1939, (The 
Agrarians, Liberals, Socialists), are almost completely behind the Cze- 
choslovak government and against the present regime in Slovakia, 
while from the ranks of former Catholic People’s Party, which took 
over the rule of Slovak affairs from the hands of the Germans in 
1939, at least 60 per cent today — according to our reports — stand 
against the present regime.” 
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That statement contains just about as many lies and halftruths as 
it does words! Benes himself must have known that, because he fur- 
ther said that “the Holy See might have other information about the 
situation in Slovakia, but I consider it my duty,” etc. 

No doubt about it: the Holy See did have other information; it 
had the true picture of Slovakia. The Vatican had its representative 
in Bratislava! BeneS undoubtedly knew that he was lying, but the 
Czech. cause was built on lies and it was possible to defend it only 
with more lies. 

To give the memorandum more weight, Bene’ had it sent through 
the British and American Governments. Despite all this, the Vatican 
continued to recognize the Slovak State to the end of the war. Of 
course, that made Benes all the more furious, 

It is interesting to note that Bene& did not have the courage to 
publish the Vatican’s reply to his memorandum in his Memoirs. It 
probably was not as nice as that received in 1941. The stand of the 
Vatican through 1943—1944 at least indicates as much. 

Beneé lived long enough to avenge himself: he had Dr. Tiso mur- 
dered, thousands upon thousands of Slovaks and Czechs — all his 
opponents — jailed, pauperized, disfranchised, beaten, maimed, and 
exiled to Siberia and Jachymov. He collaborated “totally” with Stalin 
and his Czechoslovak agents to sell out the Czech and Slovak na- 
tions to the scourge of communism. He had warned the Vatican, but 
was spurned. The Slovaks asked for it and so did the Vatican, accord- 
ing to Bene, and both got what they deserved. Bene’ had won again 
and gloated over his victory. What a victory — for Communism! 

TAT Se at Pe 


WHO SAID IT? 


“We believe that it is unconditionally necessary for RUSSIA to 
take a PERMANENT part in European politics and that the present 
collaboration between the British in the west and the Soviets in the 
east, together with the participation of the United States, is a fun- 
damental condition of the permanence of a genuinely new world order, 
for the realization of which WE are fighting. However, as far as the 
bomeland is concerned, only the Czechoslovak people itself, through 
FREE expression of its will, will decide on how we are to arrange 
our homeland.” — (Msgr. Jaén Sramek, Broadcast, London, Sept. 1, 
1943), 

. 

“Our alliance with Russia was accepted UNANIMOUSLY BY ALL 
OF US, not only by our Communists and Socialists, BUT BY ALL 
THE PARTIES — and there are four of them in the government — 
by Catholics and Protestants alike... . Any American or foreign cor- 
respondent will tell you that WE HAVE NO CENSORSHIP on for- 
eign news from the leading world agencies, including the Associated 
Press and United Press. ... WE are the ONLY Slav country which 
has diplomatic and friendly relations with the Vatican. | have an 
ambassador at the Holy See and there is a Nuncio in Prague.” — 
(Jén Masaryk, Address at the 15th Annual New York Herald Tribune 
Forum on Current Problems, Waldorf-Astoria Hotel, N. Y., October 
30, 1946, 4th session). 
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CZECHOSLOVAK ROMANTICISM 
JOHN F, GLEIMAN 


Modern propaganda has attained great perfection. Applying the 
attainment of mass psychology, falsifying history and statistics, twist- 
ing economic theories and other political sciences, modern psychology 
is able to prove that black is white. That is the propaganda that is 
used especially by the totalitarian states. But even the “Czechoslovak 
democracy” of Masaryk and Benes resorted to such propaganda, espe- 
cially with regard to the Slovak question. Little wonder that world 
diplomacy, ignorant as it was about the Slovaks, believed it, nay, that 
some Slovaks were taken in by it. But truth will out sooner or later, 
and when misled people find it out, they will discard false fictions 
and will follow the truth. The fiction about “Czechoslovak unity” — 
whether national or state union — is the product of the subtle propa- 
wanda machine of Masaryk and Beneé. It was born of the falsification 
of history and other “scientific” researches. The Czechoslovak repub- 
lie Is a structure built on lies. 

But what is the truth? 


Modern nations developed from the cohabitation of many tribes. 
The historic fact is that during 1500 years of Slovak history the 
Slovaks did not live in a common state with the Czechs until 1918. 
The fact that a Czech prince paid tribute for several years to the 
ruler of Great Moravia has fallen into the sea of years without a 
trace. The Czechs lived for centuries in the Czech kingdom, in the 
Roman-Germanic empire, and they lived in Austria. The Slovaks 
lived their separate lives in Hungary. The fact that some Slovaks 
used the Czech language as a medium of writing does not prove 
that Slovak is a dialect of the Czech. The Serbs and Bulgarians used 
the old Slovanic church language up to the 19th century just like the 
Russians, but that did not make them Russians. 


But a century ago, when romanticism was in flower, the Czech 
publicist Charles Haviivek appeared on the scene with a typically 
romantic idea that the Slovaks really are Czechs. He himself openly 
revealed what had led him to that conclusion. The Czechs, he said, 
are surrounded on three sides by the Germans. So that Grmany would 
not strangle them, they needed a bridge to the Slovanic nations and 
to international navigation on the Danube. But the only bridge led 
through Slovakia. So, cost what it may, they needed Slovakia. To 
have some legal claim to the land of the Slovaks, he said — referring 
to the temporary literary association — that the Slovaks are a Czech 
tribe. 

True, this fiction was discarded by the generation of Stir, Dax- 
ner and Hurban Vajansky. Even the Czech generation of ‘Rieger dis- 
carded it. But it was revived by Masaryk and then by his understudy 
Benes. When the Slovaks would not digest that story, they first called 
it “Czechoslovanic” (Czechoslavic); when that did not work out, they 
called it “Czechoslovak.” No matter how they changed the name, the 
substance of it always remained the same. And that was utterly Czech 
— Czech national imperialism. 
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Industry was fairly well developed during Masaryk’s lifetime. 
Bohemia became an industrial country. Industrial countries were 
looking for raw matreials and markets for their industrial products. 
They found these in their colonies. Because Bohemia is not a coastal 
state, Masaryk “discovered” Slovakia for Czech colonization. He took 
Haviivek’s romantic theory off the shelf, dusted it off and peddled 
it to the world. He fooled quite a few people, even some Slovaks. 
The Allies fell for the story at the Paris Conference in 1919. That's 
how the Czechoslovak republic originated. 

Americans of Slovak origin saw more clearly into the matter than 
their brethren in the old country and tried to guarantee a federative 
autonomy for Slovakia with the Cleveland and then the Pittsburgh 
Pact. But Masaryk, once he was in the driver's seat, proclaimed the 
bilateral agreements null and void, and proceeded to make Slovakia 
a Czech colony, Of course, the Slovaks did not relish that. They 
fought for their inherent and God-given rights for twenty years and 
then declared Slovakia independent on March 14, 1939. 

The most unreal “realist” — Benes’ — heated up this old romantic 
soup of Havliiéek and Masaryk during World War Il. When he saw 
that nobody had an appetite for sour soup, he hooked up with the 
Communists so that he could keep the Czech hold on the Slovaks. 
Communism, which is also a creation of Hegelian romanticism, readily 
understood Havlicek’s and Masaryk’s romanticism, interpreted by 
Benes, and in 1943 they came to an agreement, especially since the 
Communists knew how to “realize” romanticism. They took their 
fishing line and baited it for the Slovaks with the “Program of Ko- 
Sice.” Lettrich and his followers snapped at the bait — hook, line 
and sinker. Since that time the Czechs are again exploiting Slovakia 
and murdering the Slovaks. But the bolsheviks also came into their 
own. They swallowed the whole Czechoslovak republic as well as 
Czech romanticism. 

The period of romanticism is, however, inadvertently coming to a 
close. The by-products of political romanticism, Fascism and Nazism, 
have already disappeared. The time is not far distant when romantic 
socialism, Communism, too, shall disappear. With it shall go to the 
devil even Czech nationalism, called Czechoslovakism. That is the 
unalterable logic of history. 

The Slovak nation wants to live. It does not want to perish as 
the victim of Czechoslovak romanticism. Therefore, it shall go for- 
ward to meet the ideas of the future with all the strength of its 
vitality to take over the place in the new rational order of the world 
that rightfully belongs to it according to God-given natural right and 
according to the Atlantic Charter. 

oe Be 


WHO SAID IT? — “The importance of our treaty with the U. S. 
S. R. is self-evident. Soviet Russia is rapidly freeing Europe from 
Nazi tyranny. Close ties have always existed between Russia and 
Czechoslovakia, and they have now been strengthened. We are proud 
to be an ally of that great power, which is bound to play the leading 
role in Europe after the war.” — (Jan Masaryk to “Overseas News 
Agency,” February 6, 1944). 
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FREE CZECHS SPEAK OUT 
J. Sedlak 


‘We have become accustomed to speaking plainly. What are we 
fighting for? We are fighting for the return of human rights and dig- 
nity. That is why we are determined to fight against the installation 
of neo-communism after the defeat of communism. 

We are opposed resolutely to every terror and totalitarian system 
of government. That is why we are in exile today. That is why we 
are also fighting uncompromisingly against bolshevism for the liber- 
ation of our country so that free nations could live happily in a free 
world. It is the fight for the unalienable rights of individuals and na- 
tions, which we must defend as such. 

Faithful to this principle, we recognize and respect the rights 
of the Sudeten Germans and the Slovak nation to national self- 
determination. We are not, therefore, bartering with a right that is 
natural and sacred, and we reject the so-called “Czechoslovaks” who 
are doing so even today. After all the faithlessness — committed by 
the representatives of this so-called “Czechoslovakism” from 1918 to 
the present time, and especially after April 18, 1947, when the first 
Slovak president, a Catholic priest, Dr. Joseph Tiso, was shamefully 
murdered — we have no business in Slovakia. We are not, do not 
want to be and we cannot be the occupants or the conquerors of free- 
dom-loving Slovakia, because we would thereby betray the very ideals 
of democracy and freedom we are fighting for. It is better to be ac- 
claimed a sincere friend in Slovakia than a hated ruler. 

We welcome the cooperation of all democratic peoples, especially 
the Czechs, with our free Czech National Council. However, we reject 
the collaborators with bolshevism of yesterday who are adherents 
of the group led by Dr. Zenkl and Dr. Ripka. We cannot collaborate 
with the Zenkl-Ripka outfit because we are resolutely opposed to the 
installation of neo-communism after the defeat of bolshevism. We 
reject most resolutely the bolshevik dictatorship against which we 
are striving to arouse the western democracies. But just as resolutely 
do we reject even the “people’s-democratic” dictatorship which in our 
country is represented by Gottwald’s “Government Program of Koiice” 
— the program which Messrs. Zenkl, Ripka, Majer and their group 
are trying to propagate and defend in exile. 


We are fighting for real freedom and democracy; for the release 
of all political prisoners incarcerated since 1945 to the present time; 
for a return of the land to our agriculturists and nationalized busi- 
nesses to their rightful owners; we are fighting for the inviolability 
of private ownership. Furthermore we are fighting to carry through 
and insuring extensive social reforms in the interests of workers and 
laborers and for their right to organize freely. We are fighting for 
basic human freedoms, formulated by great democrats of the West, 
as well as the inviolability and sacredness of the family as the foun- 
dation of a nation. We are fighting, therefore, for thé return of hu- 
man dignity to our enslaved brothers and sisters in our betrayed 
country so that they might live and build freely and without fear. 
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Our fight is in fact a fight for the realization of the principles of 
Christian morality. And since the interest of welfare and development 
of the European nations demands larger federalized units, we are 
from the beginning of our struggle for a federation of free nations. 

Furthermore, we also reject yesterday’s collaborators with the 
communists because we are in no way responsible for the crimes 
committed by them while they were in the services of the Kremlin. 
In the interests of justice we shall not cease demanding the just 
punishment of the guilty. At this time we emphasize that we stand 
opposed also to the shady speculations of the guilty to promote 
chaos after liberation and to repeat “May 1945” which would work 
injustice to hundreds of thousands of innocent persons and would 
place power into the hands of the “street” and criminals. The injustices 
of retribution shall never again be repeated, but impartial law of nor- 
mal courts shall prevail. 

To the attempts of yesterday's collaborators with bolshevism to 
picture and explain to the West, and especially to the American 
public, our basic stand towards them in such a way as if the matter 
concerned were only Zenkl and Prchala, we proclaim: We are not 
concerned with Prchala or Zenki, but our nation. We reject most 
decisively Zenkl’s totality and his system of leadership hypocritically 
wrapped in a cloak of democracy. We reject dangerous neo-com- 
munism which with the rest of the bolshevik collaborators they are 
striving to smuggle into the USA, Canada, Australia, England and 
other countries of the West, and there gain fertile soil for it. That is 
the plan of the conspiracy of neo-communism against democracy! 

To realize their plan, the Zenklites today are trying to sell them- 
selves to the West. But the democrats of the West should be aware 
of the fact that the Zenklites are only as devoted to them today as 
they were only yesterday to the Soviets, and that by aiding them they 
are only strengthening traitors of democracy, who can never gain 
our nation for the West. Czech exiles and their nation shall never 
be led by traitors or confidantes or yesterday's informers of their 
fellow-citizens who wanted to seize their properties, and so much the 
less by those who are responsible for the present national tragedy. 
Czech exiles and their nation shall never be led and shall not be in- 
fluenced by people who went into exile on a special permit and with 
the knowledge of Gottwald and Nosek (as Vojta Beneé, brother of 
Dr. E. Beneé, and others). Nor shall they be led by the agents of 
Prague or their confidential friends. 

The recent case of agent K. Strausse in London is still fresh in 
our memories. We must guide ourselves accordingly. Certainly the 
West has been warned by the chief of the atomic espionage network 
who stole into England as a “political refugee” and roused the whole 
of England with his presence. And does the West know how many 
spies of the Czech neo-communists have successfully gotten into 
military and other important enterprises? 

We are not bitter with hatred. We can, however, have no truck 
with the followers of neo-communism, who attack us with falsehoods 
in the “New Yorkské Listy” and other publications. It is symbolic, 
because hatred, falsehoods and half-truths are the weapons of com- 
munism. We plead and warn because we are opposed to terror. We 
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cannot, therefore, remain silent to the violence perpetrated by 
neo-communists against Czech anti-communist exiles which has at- 
tained such a degree that Czech patriots, not having a hearing or 
support anywhere, are asking confusedly: “Is it now a curse to have 
a clean past?” The neo-communists, outraging impoverished exiles, 
are using the beggar’s staff to force them into submission. That is 
the tried method of communists and neo-communists from the Nazi 
concentration camps, where these people, even though prisoners, were 
absolute rulers in the internal management. There they also tried to 
liquidate everything that was not inclined toward communism. Why, 
Dr. Zenkl was familiar in Buchenwald with these methods of the 
communist “archprisoners” and the camp “politboro” as were A. ZApo- 
tocky and Joseph Plojhar in other concentration camps. Some wit- 
nesses have returned who still remember how Zenkl carried on in 
Buchenwald. 

This is our basic stand to which we adhere firmly and uncompro- 
misingly. — (“BOHEMIA,” Vol. 4, Nos. 7—8, 1951). 


ey et yee 
WHO SAID IT? 


“There are also such people who would want to apply the Atlan- 
tic Charter in the case of Slovakia. That is not only shortsightedness, 
but also a gross insult to Czechoslovakia. The Czechoslovak problem 
is our very own, an internal problem.” — (Jan Masaryk, London, 
Jan. 20, 1943). 


“Czechoslovakia is and shall remain a FREE country... . Some 
people say that we have no freedom, that there is religious persecu- 
tion and propagate all kinds of nonsense about us. I proclaim that all 
these statements are false. It is not true that we have religious op- 
pression or that democratic and individual freedoms are suppressed. 
1 AM A PERSON DEEPLY FOUNDED RELIGIOUSLY and I would not 
remain home even five minutes, if everything that is written about us 
here were true... . 1 KNOW GOTTWALD A GOOD MANY YBARS, 
HE IS AN EMINENT PERSON AND A GREAT CZECH PATRIOT. 
...IT IS NOT TRUE THAT THE COMMUNISTS WANT TO DRIVE 


ANYBODY FROM THE GOVERNMENT.” — (Jin Masaryk, Din- 
ner Address, Pittsburgh University Club, January 13, 1947). 
. 


“Today we base ourselves on our alliance with Russia which has 
NO INTENTION of influencing us but which will not permit base 
forces of reaction to plot against us to enact another Munich and an- 
other March 15, 1939. Our internal situation, too, is completely dif- 
ferent. . . . Our program does not mean forcible bringing into line, 
or TOTALITARIANISM; it simply means that the PEOPLE are tak- 
ing the management of public affairs into their own hands by means 
of national committees, which will in due course constitute a national 
assembly. Later parliament will decide what our Constitution and 
laws are to be. Our people will choose the right path.” — (Zdenek 
Fierlinger, Prime Minister, Address at Social Democratic Party meet: 
ing, Prague, June 4, 1945). ‘ 
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CASTLE ORAVA, 


one of the most beautiful castles in Slovakia, nestles some 
360 ft. above the Orava river. The stronghold consists of 
three sections, built at different times; the lower, built in 
1543; the central, built in about 1010; and the upper, built 
in 1561. 


